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A 
VINDICATION 


OF THE 
mopos 200199 


Jndifferent Things; 


In the Worſhip of God. | 


M Ig G ST fome Tracts publiſhed with- 
in the year for the, reſolution of ſuch 
doubts, as the Difſenters from our Church 
plead toy, refuſing Communion with; it, 
> | "there wi ofic that reſpe&ted the ule of In- 
Y different things in the Worſhip of God; This ſome one 


U 


of our Brethren choſe! tg,cxamine and to begin his de- Caſe examined, 
bate with; in. the,m nagement* of which. whether he © ee 
hath Ceall {ety 9nd PPRenpruly, fg Be a own Words) prac 


A Vindication of the Caſe 
E ſhall take the liberty to enquire, and muſt leave o- 
thers to judge. ELOEY | va 
 T contels T was not alittle Turprized, that before he 
had ſet one foot forward, he ſhould thus aſſault me, 
If that R. perſon had beew pleaſed to have determined 
who is to be Judge of things Indifferent, as to a man's 
pradtite, whether his owh conſeienct or his Superior &c. 
he would (in olir opinion) have mate the matter in di 
ſpute much fitter for an argument, whereas the moſt Dy/ 
ſenters judge, that as he hath ſtated it, he hath but 
beg'd the zon.: I the diſpute had-brea betwixt 
 Proteſtand all Papiſty. There migt have been fome co- 
lonr to have Þent #pages in n this Aggument ; 
though even betwixt Tuch theFe May be Z& cales con- 
troverred in which this Demagd would be impertinent : 
But to put it upon this iſſue when both ſides are in the 


main agreed: ( as jt isbetwixt Proteſtant,and Proteſtant) 
is ruin a: Quthion ourof i vIS an an hear- 
ty þ/ he puts if. 546 þ & the un- 
wary Reader with prejudice, to puzle the cauſe, and 
is the way to make every little Tract a Volume. In 
matters of Controverſy there are always ſome princi- 
ples ſuppoſed, and to put an Adverfary wypon the proof 
of them, ſhews a deſign rather to cavil then to end 
thediſpute, and is a ſhrewd ſign that the perſon ſo do- 
ing is either diffident of his cauſe, or his. own ability 
to defend it ; but to return. his own cotnplement, »: 
will not preſume any thing ſo abſurd or difingeauous of 
ſo worthy a perſon. 4 ; 

' But how retore ſoever this Queſtion-is t6'the bill 


(4) The dif: neſs in hand, yet becauſe our Author asks it with 
erence of the ſome kind of ſeriouſneſs, T ſhall dire him where he 


may have fatisfa&tion, and that in a Judicious Trad 
tately publiſhed (a) ; or if he hath the patience to corn: 
pate the things, as I havedone, he may find it refol- 


ved 


EE). Rp WP - BE 


"of Indifferent. Things, \ 


ved by-himifelf,, in'his Ca/# examined, (4)'But in my (4) p. 36, | 


mind there is a much-nearer way to end eontroverſies, 37- * 4 38 


which is not. by diſputing wha fbal br Fudge > Bur by 
enabling men to judge tor themſelves in a clear fta- 
ting of the caſe, and ſetting forth: the nature of the 
things diſputed : As in the caſe before us, the ready 


way, one ſhould think, is to ſhew what is the nature of 


Things Indifferent, and that things thus Indifferenc 
may be lawfully uſed in Divine Worſhip , and 


becauſe they may be abuſed, to enquire how we 


are to apply them. | . 
This was the way I took, and if I did manage it as 
it ſhould, I am pretty confident that the Queſtion was 
ot beg'd, though I never thought of coming near his 
Queſtion, who hal be the Fudge ? | 
., But that is the thing to! be diſputed, Whether the 
caſe was rightly ſtated and proved, and this brings me 
to the conſideration of what he hath offer'd againſt ic. 


Before I enter upon which, I ſhall only remind the ,, | 
Reader, that inthe little Tract concerned in the preſent rub frm. 


diſpute, the Queſtion undertaken was; 


. Q. Whether things in their own uature Indifferent though 
wot preſcribed in the Word of God, may be lawfully uſed 


in Devine Worſhip 2 

In anfwer to which ; 

i. 1 enquired into the Nature, and ſtated the Notion: 
of Indifferent Things. 

2. Shew'd that Things Indifferent may be lawfully 
uſed in Divine Worſhip. | | 

3. Conſidered how we might know what things are 


Indifferent in the Worſh x of God. 


Z 
4, YTow we are to de 
of them. 

To moſt of theſe our Author hath-ſomewhar to ſay, 
to-ſome more to ſome les; but -rothe Firſt, he ſairhy,7 
| B- 2. 


termine our ſelves in. the ufe 


1s: 


+ Concluſ. 1.- 


"P. 25. 


A Vindication of the Caſe 


is wone of. \the. Diſſenters, but agreethwith this Author 


in bis\ Notion" of -T hiugs -Indifferent,” that they are ſuch 


things as by the Divine Law are neither -injoyned nor 
forbidden. © 

Now before I proceed T ſhall obſerye that this con. 
ceſlion of; his will bereave thenr of ſome of the com- 
mon and:moſt conſiderable arguments that they uſe in 
this controverſie;. As, 4k 

If Things Indifferent are ſuch as are neither injoyned 
or forbidden, it muſt. follow that things are notun- 
lawtul in. Divine Worſhip becauſe they: are not comman- 
ded. | Pig 

:The conſequence is plain and: undeniable: For if 
the Nature of Things fnditterent. be ,. as aboveſatd, 


what are neither commanded nor forbidden, there is ne» 


. thing.can niake this'or that to be unlawful bur the be- 


ing torbidden::. But now it the being mor Commanded 
is theſame with the 4cing Forbidden then the notion 
of Indiflerent Things cannot conſiſt in this that rhey 
are neither Commanded.nor Forbidden. So that ei- 
ther they muſt quit the Argument; and grant that the 
being not Commanded, doth not make a thing unlaw- 
tul in Divine Worſhip; or they mult alter the notion 
of Indiflerent things, and indecd utterly exterminate 
them, and leave no ſuch middle things in nature, ; and 

ſay that there is nothing elſe but Duty, or Sin. \, 
Now after our Reverend Author hath fo frankly 
granted this, I cannot underſtand how he can fay that 
the doing, of a thing in Gods Worſhip, not Commanded, 
#s.gailtenough: nor why he {hduld take ſuch paios to 
oppoſe what I have offered in conlutation- of that prin- 
-<iple. For what can he plead tor the unlawtulneſs of 
things or. Commanded, who hath granted that the be- 
ing not Commanded is a branch ot fuch things as"are 
Jndifterent : Andit he will maintain it, he .muſt,do # 
| upon 


of Indifferent Things _ 5 
upon. no [eG abſurdity, than.the faying a thing Indit- 
ferent is forbidden ;. of (which is; the fame) that In- 
different things, are ſuch as are either torbidden, or 
not forbidden. | 
But let us abſtract the Caſe of things uot Commanded 
from. this conſequence, and take it- as it is inthe Tra. ., ,. 
aforeſaid, an Objection and Anſwer, and yet then we ferent 7hings 
ſhall ſee what an imperfect account our Author gives of ?: 2*- 
If. 
. Heſaith, What our, Author ſaith is no more thay hath m_ Exami- 
been many times ſaid, viz. ['\that; by, things not-Command- OV 
ed.are meant things forbidden} ' and. hath nothing - to 
prove it by,. but —- that the things mentioned in Scrip- 
ture to which that phraſe is applied. were things for-- 
bidden, as 1dolatry,&c. | Rs YEE 
'. Though what he produceth out-of.the;Caſe be ſul- bak TT 
ficient, yet he extreamly forgets himſelf when he faith, 5... 
nothing, but only ; ſince in the page he quotes, there 
are two arguments,” that are . ſooner flip'd ghaa ,an- 
ſwered. But however what hath he to reply to that 
which hath , been .many times ſaid'? He grants, t is 
true. | 
And is this,nothing toward the proof of it ? What 
fitter way have we to find out the meaning of a phraſe, 
than; to'confider the ſeveral places where 1t is uſed? Or... 
to aſcertain the ſenſe. of it, than to;ſheiy that it's always 
alike applied to ſuch a caſe, or thing? . 
— But in anſwer tothis, he asks, Why are ſuch things 
expreſs'd to us in this phraſe, as, Not C ommanded only >. © 
1. I anſwer, they are not thus exprels'd, as,'Nos 
commanded Only. For the things ſaid to be not comman- - 
ded, are either in their own nature, or in. Scripture 
. abſolutely Forbidden . as I have ſhewed, and he grants). 
and therefore to limit the phraſe, as, it there was no - 
more intended in it than that the things are not come - 
| | : manded. : 


A Vindicationof the.Caſe : 

manded (as the Word Ovly implies) -and not allo. far- 
bidden'is to thwart Scripture, as: well-as my-reafon- 
ing.from it. tf | 
 21y, If we take the Phraſe as it is, -yet there his 
UWueſtion, Why are they thus expreſs , and not com- 
manded'? is of noImportancez for Tappoling we could 


& 


ive no Reaſonfor ſach an wſe of it, *that would not-be 


ufficient to queſtion the Thing, as long as we-find it 
conſtantly ſo uſed and applied. Bur, _ | 

3/y. Was there no'Reaſon offer'd, -no account given 

of it? Let him peruſe: rhe Tra& he oppoſeth, "(as ſure 

he did) and-he will find -it-expreſly -underraken, and 


Eaſe of mai, TWO Reaſons given for it; as, 1. Things forbidden are 


Thing: pag-23- called wot commanded, becauſe al things prohibited are 
Z conſequence ” — te tree Yr's 
-way of Metofis, Gic. But theſe, though ro'the pur- 

colin hand, were not, 1am afraid, to his:-. - 

Well! Let us confider, | 

44y. What Account our Author himſelf gives at laſt 

of this. A CoDAIL 
1. Saith he, : Things forbidden in  Seripture -are 
faid to be not commanded, 7o let ws know the doing 
_ of a thing mot commanded in God's Worſhip, 3s' Guilt 
Caſe mai, enongh. Surely not fo great, 'as-to do a thing noto- 
Things. pag.20. riouſly forbidden, (as I there ſhewed.)) [Surely it can 
be no Guilt at all to do a thing net commanded, if 
'not alſo forbidden, becauſe = he -owns) there arc 
Indifferent Things in the Worthip of God; and what 


are indifferent Things,: but Things not commanded,-as 


well-as not forbidden? ONTO 

2. He faith, it was fo expreſs'd, becauſe the Guilt 
of the Sin of Idelatry and Superſtition lay 'in-this, that 
it was a thing not commanded : had God commanded 
w_ things, they had been a true Worſhip, and accep- 
table. | 
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In which aſſertion of his, he groſly miſtakes. Firſt, 
'} as to the nature of Idolatry and Superſtition, when he 
faith, the guilt of them lay in this, that they were things 
not commanded : Whereas it 1s evident that they were 
Sins, becauſe forb14den. For what is Superſtition bur 
JJ the dreading ofthat which 1s not ro be dreaded? ( as the 
Greek word ſhews;) Such as he Signs of Heaven, 
'3 Divinations, and Dzmons, and even the vnreaſonable 
and inordinate fear of God himſelf, When we fear Jer. 16.2. 
offending him, in what is not offenſive to him. And 
what is Idolatry but the giving Divine honour to that 
which is not G9d, or prohibited honour to the true and 
only God 2? Theſe are things manifeſtly forbidden. 
Secondly, It's yet a groſſer Error, which is contain- 
ed in the reaſon he gives for.it, viz. That had God 
Commanded thoſe things, they had been a true Worſhip 
and acceptable. An aflertion, Firſt, that contounds the 
Nature of things,that makes Vice'and Vertue alike,and 
no otherwiſe diſcriminated but by Gods written Law, 
as if [dolatry and Superſtition were not Evil antecedent 
to all Revelation, and which are ſo where Revelation is 
not, as well as where it is. _ 
Secondly, From hence it follows that thoſe things 
may be acceptable to God, which in their own nature 
do tend to drive Religion out of the World ; and that 
may be true Worſhip, which will unavoidably debaſe 
. the Deity in the thoughts of Mankind. For fo do Idola- 
try and Superſtition. _— 
As for the Inſtances he there takes notice of, I ſhall 
_ reſerve them to a more convenient place. 
Concluſ.2.It things Indifterent be ſuch as are neither ConcluC. 
Commanded nor Forbidden,and that things are not un-. 
lawful becauſe not Commanded, then things thus Indiffe- 
rent and not commanded are not additions to the Word ca 6ftndif, 
of God : and the places uſually inſiſted upon muſt be un- things. p. 24+ 
derſtood, | 


F- 
I 


7 0 OT Se; 
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Caſe examin- 
ed. p- 26: 


Pag. 4. 


A Vindication of the Caſe 
derſtood, according to the ſence I gave of them; and 
which may ferve. as a ſufficient reply to what he hath 
ſaid upon that Head. But yet becauſe he, hath offter'd 


fomewhat in a nother place that looks like an Argu- 


ment, I ſhall here conſider it. He argues thus ; 

If obedience be wanting the Salt is wanting to the Sacri- 
feces of ourGod,which. as we humbly conceive" leaves nomore 
room for perfettive than corruptive Additions to Divine 
Worſhip &c. What can be an aft of Obedience to God but 
what he hath commanded, whether he hath forbidden it 
orno2 If we bid pur Servant go amile , and he goeth 
two ( poſſibly hoping to do us Service in tt ) we hope his go- 
ing the Second mile is no adt of obedience, though we did not 
forbid him. In matters of this Nature no att of Swpercroga- 
tion is allowable, becauſe it can be no obedience.In anſwer 


to which, it will be neceſſary to reſfolye this Queſtion : 


Q. Whether the doing of any thing in the Worſhip 
of God without a command be a finful addition to the 
Ford of GodN. : 

I aniwer that ifthe Queſtion is underſtood of the 


_ proper and eſſential parts of Worſhip (if I may ſo ſpeak) 


then we grant it, and fay, that he that ſhall inſtitute a- 
ny thing 1n that kind without Divine Inſtitution, 0/4 
challenge Gods prerogative to himſelf ; and becaule the 
rule is ſufficient, all ſuch perfeftive are corruptive additi- 
ons, a5 he ſpeaks) to both Rule and Worſhip. 7: zs as if 
a Servant when bidden to go a mile, he goeth two ( poſſibly 
hoping to- do Service in it ) for in matters of this nature 
no Supererogation is allowable. Thus far his compariſon 
holds, as to matters of the ſame Nature, and deſign'd to 
the ſame end: and eſteemed to be of the ſame uſe. As 
the going of two Miles for one, with an intent to do as 
good Service, andbe as well if not better approv'd for 


fo doing. But if the queſtion be underſtood of ſuch 


things as are Adjundts to Divine Worſhip, that are _ 
. © — —"- OH oe WG te Gs . uſe 


of Indifferent Things. 

_ uſed upon the ſcore of any of the reaſons aforeſaid, then 
we are not to expect a command, nor do we Sin if we 
at without it. As for example, a Servant is required 
to go a Mile upon ſome ſervice, and he uſeth a Coat or 
a Cloak , takes an .Horſe- or goes on Foot, puts a 
ftring about his Finger to remember him of what he is 
todo ; Orifrocarry a Meſſage, conſiders what tofay, 
and Writes it down,that he may be the better fitted ro 
deliver it ; In ſuch caſes his Maſter would think him 
impertinent to ask Directions, and 4t's no Diſobedi- 
ence nor Supererogation to act, as he ſees fit, withour 
them. Andrhis is the caſe with us,as I ſhall afterward 
{hew.This faid,there is way made for the next inference. 

Concluſ. 3. It things Indifterent are neither command- ,,,,,-.. 
ed nor torbidden, and things are not unlawtulbecauſe wg 
not commanded, it follows that it's no Derogation from 
the Sufficiency of Scripture to maintain the lawfulneſs 
of uſing ſuch things in Divine Worſhip,as are nor there- 
in commanded.[t's ſomewhat a Specious way of arguing 
which this Author uſeth, the Scriptures have determi. 
wed whatſoever may. make 'us wiſe to Salvation, perfett, y.:t. 
throuzhly furniſhed to all good Works. Now if the 
Worſhip of God be a good work, and the right do- 

' ing of it hath any tendency to make us perfett, they muſt 
have a ſufficiency to dirett us in that. And he concludes, 

If there be not a Rule for all things belonging to the Wor- 
ſhip of God (except as before excepted, Qc. ) then the 
Scriptures are not able to make us wiſe, Gic. 

By this way of arguing and a challenge the 4m- 
mediately ſubjoyns, viz. If our Author can ſhew us any Att 
of Wor ſhip &c.1t may be thought he is a Champion tor 
the pertection and ſufficiency of Scripture, and we the 
derogators from it. And that without. any more ado he 
wonld have brought-unanſwerable arguments for that 
kind of Scripture-fafficiency which wedeny. /ffaith he, 
C 2 ' Out 


tae. 29. 
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nag. 38. | 


2428. 29. 


48s 28. 


 » AVindication of the Caſe 
our R. Author can ſhew us any Ad of Worſhip for the 


performance of which in ſuch a manner as God wif} accepr, 


we cannot ſhew him direftion of Scripture. Well! where is 


it? Scripture, with the addition of ſuch circemſtances as 
are naturally neceſſary to all Humane Altions, or evident- 
ly convenient for an attion of a grave and weighty Nature, 
for the obtaining the ends of it, or appearing to any Com- 
mon Judgment to be ſo decent, that without them the per- 
formance would be ſordid. Scripture with the prattice 
of he firſt Guides of the Church ; Scripture with the light 
of Nature ſvining ont in every reaſonable Soul, &c. Scrip- 
ture with the exceptions before excepted, in his Book. 
Suppoſe then we put it to the queſtion, Is Scripture a« 
lone a ſufficient Rule for matters to be uſed in the Wor- 
ſhip of God ? He readily anſwers, Yes. It you take in 
the Nature of the thing, the light ſhining in every reaſona- 
ble Soul; it you take in Common Judgment, convenience, 
and decency ; Laſtly it you take in zhe practice of the firſt 
Guides of the Church; that is, it is, and it is not. Now how 
he hath all this while pleaded for that Sufficiency of 
Scripture which wedeny.And why he ſhould ſo loudly ex- 
claim againſt a// Supplements and Additions,to that,and a- 
gainſt Reaſon and Authority, as a Supply :-or what difle- 
rence he hath conceived betwixt Authority & the Guides 
of the Church; or betwixt Reaſon and the light of Nature 
Shining out in every reaſonable Soul, ſo as to deny to 
the one what he grants to the other, I am not able to 
underſtand ? Yet tor all this there mult be-a diflerence 
betwixt him and us, and ſomewhat ſhall be faid to make 
it out. For the Sufficiency.of Scripture, is a. very great 
argument, And ſo indeed it is; and it has been an old 
argument againſt the practices of our Church, and is 
not to be eaſily. parted with :. But yet. what to give, and 
what to..take, and wherein the difference ' is betwixt 


what we hold.and he. is forced to grant, he knows not, . 


car 


y 


of [ndifferent things. IT - 


'or has not been ſo. kind as - to diſcover. 
. But however whea all this is paſtover,he concludes as 
to one part, we cannot poſſibly agree with our R, Brother in 
this thing, viz. | That wehave no ſuch particular direCti- 
ons for Worſhip under the Goſpel as they had under the 
Law.) * This indeed I touched upon, to thew that rhe ©-/ of inaife- 
fairhfulneſs of Chriſt and ſufficiency ot Scripture conſiſt "7 op 
not in giving asparticular directions for Worſhip as they 
had under the Law ; and in proof ot this I ſer Baptiſm a> 
gainſt Circumciſion, the Lord's Supper againſt the Paſs- 
over, and Prayers againlt Sacrifices. 
Now let us contider, what are the reaſqns why he 
cannot poſſibly agree 2 Certainly itgver controverſie was 
like to be ended, we may now expect it, becauſe it's a- 
bour plain matter ot Fact. But 1n this caſe he ſtrange- 
ly l{a:ls ot performance: For whereas the deciding the 
caſe depends upon the compariſon betwixt the Law 
and the Goſpel, he doth not to much as otcer any thing 
about the latter, But let us conſider what he faith of 
the tormer, and as much as we ean, make up his defect 
in the latter. Firſt, he ſaith, As ro Circumciſion, what par- pag. 31. 
ticular direition had the Jews? Their Rale extended no 
further than to the Ad and the time. Here | muſt con- 
tels there is nothing. but the time that is determined; 
But ſince there is nothing, of that kind in Bapriſm pre- 
ſcribed, the Law. is- herein more particular than the Gof- 
pel. zly, Asto the Paſſover, he acknowledges they had - 
a Rule, but then he adds What Rule,had they to determine 
them to a Kid or a Lamb? But was not thae a Rule to 
determine theny, when it muſt be a Kid or a Lamb, and 
no other Creature; and is not Fworto all.the Beaſts 1a 
the worldadetermination-as well aSone to two? But was 
there nothing elſe determined? { as his cautious way of 
expreſſing it would imply ; Let him-conſult theText, and 
he will find that theCreature.was.not only thus to.beone x. ;2. ac. 
out 
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A Vinatation of the Caſe 


out of two, bur it was to be Male, kept the 14th day, 


and to be killed at even, without a bone broken, to be 
roaſted, to'be eaten in the houfe, and with unleaven- 
ed Bread. with bitter Herbs, 'and none lelt to rhe morn- 
ing. Anu they were to eat it ſtanding (as our Au- 
thor acknowledges* p. 32. ) with thetr loyns girt, G&c. 
And with ſeveral other rites too long to enumerate. 

But in the Lord's Supper, there is nothing ſpecified 
or required but the Elements, and the breaking and pou- 
ring out; nothing ſaid of the kind of the Bread or Wine, 
nothing required ofthe time or poſture, or number, &c. 

As tor their Sacrifices, he ſaith, the Rule was ſufficient 
and perfett, we hope, tough one Few brought a Bullock, a- 
mother a Goat, &c. I may confidently ſay it was not ſut- 
ficient if ſo they did, for God was pleas'd to require 
more ( who is the moſt competent Judge of the per- 
tection. of his own Law ) For there was a particular 
preſcription not only as to the kinds of the Beaſts, but 
as to the diſpoſing and ordering of them in Sacrifice, 
what was to be eaten, and what not; whether the 
bloud ſhould be poured out or ſprinkled, whether upon 
the Altar or at the bottom of 1t, &c, one would think 
that a perſon that talks ſo looſely of theſe things, had 
never read the Book of Leviticus. 


Bur now as to Prayers in the Chriſtian Church, we 


have only a general Form given us and direction to Pray 


in the Name of Chriſt, but nothing as to Words, Time, ; 
Poſture, Company, &c. | 


- 


So that what can be more manifeſt then that' there is 
no ſuch particular dire&ion given in Worſhip, as they had 
under the law 2 And therefore however it comes to pals 


. that this Author hath here ſo bewildred himſelf, yet it's ; 


what he hath granted before,when he wasfain tomakeex- 
ceptions,as tothings naturally neceſſary,&c and of which 
he ſaith in the beginning ot this argument, that for ſuch 

it 
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fore on the other, when hefaith i/*s 2mpo/7ble 3 tor rhen 
it had not been poſſible to'affigntime, poſture, place, Wc, 
under the Law. Had he faid in'fome not poſſible, in 
others nut fit, he had been much more in the right : 
However ( to ler that paſs) in either way he. grants 
that there is no expectation of Scripture- Authority for 
ſuch things, nor doth the ſufficiency of that or the faith- 
tulneſs of Chriſt ſuffer by ſuchan opinion. 

I ſuppoſe I may now cloſe this Argument: : For, as for 


his Or's and, Alias's ( which this Author fo much de- * 


pends upon ) I ſhall conſider them in another place. 


3 


it is impoſſible there ſhould bs a Rule ; though there, I Page. 3 
_ conceive, he hath as much erred on ane.fide as he did be- 


Concluſ, 4.1t things indifferent are neither command- Concleſ: 4. 


cd nor forbidden; and things are not-unlawtul.becauſe 
not commanded, then the doing of fuch things as are 
not commanded is not contrary to the ſecondCommand- 


ment; The contrary to this is maintained by our Author, C-/* examined 
who faith, that tbe doing of ſuch things in Atts of external*®*® */ 


Worſhip as are not commanded, is indeed a violation of the 
ſecond Commandment. For which he offers this reaſon, þe- 
cauſe as in the 6th Commandment it is agreed,that all inju- 
ries to our neighbour's perſon is forbidden under the higheſt 


ſpecies of ſuch Atts : and in the 7th all ſpecies of uncleanneſs © 


are; ſo in the 24 commandment all errors in the matter ofex- 
ternal Worſhip are forbidden under the ſpecies of Idolatry. 
The anſwer to this depends upon the-underſtanding 


of his phraſe, Matter of Worſhip, ( which he hathygiven + 


us no light in ) whictrEither ſignifies parts: of Worſhip, 
and then we yield it, that all ſuch inſtituted by men are 
forbidden in this commandment, for'it's falſe worſhip : 
but then we deny that we are concern'd in it,or that any 
thing not commanded and uſed bY us is a part/of Wor« 
thip. And if he thinks otherwiſe he is- ( as upon other 
reaſons alſo )) concern'd to take up the cauſe of Dr, Ames 


that he ſaith, he is not concern'd in, Fo 4: - 
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It by matter of Worſhip he means the adminiſtration 
and ordering of it, then I deny the parallel, that all errors 
in Matter of Worſhip areas much forbidden in the 
ſecond commandment, as injuries by the 6th, &c. For 
juries are of the ſame Species with Murder, and Adts 
of uncleanneſs are of the ſame kind with Adultery ; but 
errors in the adminiſtration of Worſhip are noth.ng 
akin to [dolatry. 7 

2. I deny that the doing of things not commanded inthe 
Matter of Worſhip are fo much as errors 1n his ſence, 
fince forbidden by no Law, as I have ſhewed, 

The Second point undertaken in the Caſe of [ndif- 
ferent Things was to ſhew, that there are things Indit- 
ferent in the Worſhip of God, and that ſuch things, 
though not preſcribed, may be lawfully uſed in it. 

Of this, taith our reverend Author , more ( that we 
know of )) ever doubted; and again, as it's ſtated in that 
Tract, none in his wits did ever deny it. 

I do not think my ſelf obliged to anſwer for ſome 
mens underſtandings ; but if that be true, what muſt 
we think of thoſe whom Mr. Baxter writes of, that 
will have a Rule for every thing ; and adds, take heed of 
them? What of ſuch, that when they grant Things In- 
diflerent to be neither commanded nor forbidden, will 
yet ſay, that things not commanded are forbidden 2 
What of ſuch, that when they have granted ( and-ſoit's 
then granted on both ſides) that there are Things In- 
different in the Worſhip of God, will yet ſay, that zhe 
Indifferency of aftions to be done while they are employd 
in the Worſhip of God 1s all the Queſtion 2 Laſtly, What 
of thoſe that when they have yielded that things Indif- 


ferent, though not preſcribed, may be lawfully uſed in 


Divine Worſhip, wifl have it put to the Queſtion, 
Whether things not neceſlary to all human actions 
may be uſed in it? Who they are, or how far they are 

| 6 EE concerned 
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concerned in the foregoing Character, I leave to this 
Reverend perſons Confilermion, 
' But although #oxe in his Wits did ever deny the Que- 
ſtion as ſtated by me, yet becauſe it. may be of uſe .to- 
ward-the clearing of the'matters . hereafter to be dil- 
courſed of, I will briefly conſider the caſe as it was then 
ſtated and that will appear from the things conſidered 
in the ſtare of it, and the ways taken to prove it. 
i. It was granted that things naturally neceſſary to 
the Action were excluded; fince generals at but 
ig their part:culars; and it ſome of the kind mutt 
accompany the Act, then this or that particular of the 
kind is lawtul to be uſed, as !t is 1n time place, habir. 
This -he grants, but only adds, that #Zabit ſurely is not Pag. >. 
weceſſary, we read of none before the Fig-leaves were 
ſown rogether, Gen. 3. h | 
But (1.) We indeed read of no habit before the Fall, 
but is there nothing natural to man ſince the Fall ? 
What doth our Author think of the Apoſlle's Natural i corinch. 


' Body, &c as oppoſed to Heavenly, or ot the deſcription '5: 44 


he gives of the ſtate of mankind, when he faith, we 
are by Nature Children of Wrath : We read of no #3: +. + 
ſuch Body or ſtate betore the time of the Fig-leaves, 
And yet che Apoſtle makes bold to cail them Natu- 
ral, as belonging to man in his preſent tallen State. 
(2.) Therefore we have a further notion of Nateura/ 
given us, and that is when any thing is futed ro the 
Nature or State of the thing or perton. Thus Ames | 
and others tell us of Nazural Ceremonies, as hifting up 73m: 
the eyes to Heaven in Sign of Devotion, ( which by 4 ® 
the way is not ſo Natural ; but that caſting them down ,,,, 1; . 
in Worlhip is a ſign ot- it too, as 1n the publ.cans. ') And 
ſo habit is Natural to man, as belonging and ſuted 
to his preſent conditzon. Bur, faith he, it is not Na- 
tural, for a perſon may Pray naked; and ſo he- may 
| Hh pray 
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pray blindfold, and yet will any one ſay, ſight is not 
natural to man. But how may he pray naked in Re- 


gious aſſemblies ( for we are ſpeaking ot publick Wor- 


thip )) can- he ſay it's ſutable to the Solemnity ? And 
ſo going naked is as little ſutable to-the nature ot man. 


(3.) Again that's natural, which. is the effect of 
Nature, though not born with us. And I am apt 
to think that did our Author live within the Circle of 
the Frigid Zone, he would without any Tutor, with- 
out the knowledge of what is the cuſtom of Civilized Na- 
tions, without any. moral reaſon, have thought upon 
the benefit of Frieze, or ſomewhat of the like uſe with 
that. But ſuppoſe I am miſtaken, how hath he mended 
the matter ? He tells us, that by the cuſtom of Civilized 
Nations ſome habit is neceſſary. But then what bec- 
comes ot the Fig-leaves, what of the coats oft Skins 
God clothed Adam with. Now to fay it came trom 
cuſtom betore cuſtom was, (torit was inthe beginning ) 
I thinkyis much more abſurd than to fay that Habit was 
natural, | eh. 

Burt it's time to paſs on toa more profitable argument. 

2, It was proved that all things, which in general 
and for kind are morally neceſlary are alſo lawful in 
their particulars. This was made evident from a parity 
of reaſon 'twixt what is naturally, and what is morally 
neceſſary, and therefore he that grants the particulars ot 
what is naturally neceſlary, to be indifferent, muſt alſo 
grant the particulars of what is morally neceſlary to be 
indifferent. And as it follows this Time or that,this Flace 


or that,thisHabit or that is lawful and indiflerent,becauſe 
Time, Place and Habit are neceſſary : So it allo tollows 


this Method or that, this Form or that, this Order or 
that is lawful, and may be uſed, becauſe Method, Form, 
and Order are neceſlary. And therefore we need look ne 

more 
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more for an inſtitution for a Form, than, as he ſaith for a ©: examined 
| Bell to call to Worlhip, or for a Gown or Cloak to preach **' "y 
in, &c. Far what Naturally neceſlary is to the parti- | 
culars of its kind, that is Morally neceſſary to its | 
particulars: And one is no more unlawful tor want ' 
. of an inſtitution or command, than the other. This 
our Author alſo yields to, We, faith' he, having agreed pax. : 4. 
thatthere are ſome circumſtances of Flnumane altions,in Gods * 
Worſhip, not only Natural, common to all attions, but of a 
Moral nature too, relating to them as ſuch- ations, which 
God having neither commanded nor forbidden, may be Y 
uſed, are not much concerned, in what our Author ſaith | 
upon his ſecond Head. | | | if 
3. It was further ſhewed in the aforeſaid Treatiſe,that Y A 
ſuch things in Divine Worſhip as were agreeable to "pI 
the Rules of the Apoſtle, and ſerved for Order, Decen- US ; 
cy, and Edification, were alſo lawtul, though they were | [ 
neither Naturally nor Morally neceſſary ; nor did ne- | i 
ceſſarily ariſe from the nature of the Thing, as Me- 
thod and Form, &c. do; that is, that there are a certain 1 
ſort of things that are ambulatory and contingent, that ©/ _ | i 
vary with circumſtances, ages, places, and conditi- gp on pg, [| 
ons, &c. As, the being coverd or uncover'd in _ 
Worſhip; ſuch and ſuch fixed hours of Prayer ; The 
Love-teaſts, and Holy-kiſs, and beſides, ſeveral Civil 
uſages transferr'd from ſecular affairs into the Service 
of Religion ; which were uſed therein not as meer Ci- 
vil Rites; as Ithere ſhewed. _ | 
This argument taken from Civil uſages our Author 
endeavours to avoid ſeveral ways. | | 
i, He ſaith, If we do wot miſtake, the reaſon why Caſe exanined. . 
Dr. Ames and others do think that Civil uſages may be 298: '% | 
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uſed in Ads of Worſhip, is becauſe they are either ne- 

ceſſary to the attion, as Flumane, or convenient, comely * Caſeefindif- 

or grave, Kc, And becaule I had faid * that if the being #7" 141ng-- 
D z Con” * 


A Vindication of the Caſe 
Civil uſages did make them lawfut in Divine Worſhip, 


then there is nothing in Civil caſes but may be in- 
troduced into the Church, though never ſo abſurd, he 


Caſe examined, ſaith, be cannot apprehend ' the . conſequence, becauſe 


what is granted about Civil uſages is to be applied to 
grave ations and none other. But to this I anſwer, 
Grant they are thus go be underſtood of ſuch C:vi/ uſages 
as are grave, yer then it is not ſo much becauſe they 
are Civil, as becauſe — grave, that they may be 
ated, and provided that they - were grave, they might 
be uſed it they were not Cival, as well as it they were, 
and are nor the ſooner to be uſed, tccaule they are 
Civil, And thea what becomes of their argument tor 
fuch and ſuch practices and cuſtoms that they were 
Civil 2 And what have they got when to avoid the torce 
of what we fay from the: Love-Fcaſts, &c. plead, as he 
doth, that they are Czvil ſages. - So that when he and 
his brethren grant,'/that ſuch uſages which may ording- 
rily be uſed int other | Flamane attions of a grave nature, 
may be uſed in Aits of Worſhip ( whieh is more than we 
dare ſay;tor then ſtanding croſieggynay be introduced into 
Worſhip, which are uſed to veuF grave purpoſes in Civil 
matters, as ro diſtinguiſh Chriſtian from Heatheniſh or 
Tutkith Dominions, &c. ) I know not what 'they can 

deny. | 
2. He gives a very partial account of Civil uſages, 
when he tells us of Orators Pulpits, and Seats, and Bel, 
Gowns and Cloaks: But in the mean while torgets that 
there are Civil uſages,that are of a Ceremonial Nature, 
and that are uſed by way of ſignification, diſtin&tion,&c. 
As now a garment is ( I may ſtill ſay ) Naturally or | 
{ as he will have it) Morally neceſſary, but when 
in a particular caſe 1t's required that it be White 
or Purple, it's a Civil uſage, and is by way of fignitica- 
tion; and ſo the ſignification is transferr'd with it from 
| a 
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ligion. | | 
4.It was further maintain'd in the ſtating of the Caſe, cf of mais: © 


To this our Author faith, /r is ver 


of [ndifferent things. 
a civil to a ſacred uſe, which how conſiſtent it is witlt 
their principles I leave it to his confideration. * 

2. Ac takes no notice ofthe Argument uſed by me, 
that if civil uſages without inſtitution may be lawtul- 
ly uſed in Divine Worſhip, this { with his conceflions 
before about Natural and Moral circumſtances } will 
juſtifie moſt, I had almoſt faid, all the pra&ices of our 


Church, as I inſtanced in the Surplice, fince White 


was uſed as a badge of Royalty and Dignity , of joy 


"P 


and innocency, in Civil cafes, and fo may be ufed by 7: Brightman 
way of ſignification in Religious ; and 1o of rhe reſt, # Ames Fre 


All that he hath ro fay about the Surplice is, that 7s 
tied to Worſhip, which is remote from the caſe in hand, 
and ſhall afterward be conſidered. 

To this I may alſo add the Crofs, which he fait!1,*hey 
do not ſtumble of making upon a pack of Cloth or Stuff, 
or upon a Sheep for note of diſtinttion,and may be, and is 
uſed for graver purpoſes in the like way of ſignifica- 
tion in Civil matters_ as IT have obſerv'd) and ſo may be, 
by this Argument transfer'd into the Service of Re- 


out, part 2. 
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that the ordering and adminiſtration of the. things rela- 777, 2. 5, 6 


ting to Divine Worſhip, was lett ro Chriſtian prudence. 


_ 


y true, theſe muſt be de- cop exemine, 


termined by human prudence, but that they muſt neceſſa- 2. 7+ 


rily be determined by the prudence of the Superiour, 
and may not be determined by the prudence of the agents, 
is another (Queſtion. Who ever affirmed it ? That they 


. are left to human prudence to fix and determin, 1s all that 


I maintain'd ; but how far Superiours may determin, and 
how far Inferiours muſt ſubmir to things ſo- determin'd, 
8 another Queſtion, and belongs to another place. 
From what hath been ſaid, it may appear whe- 
ther 10 man ever doubted of the truth ot the Caſe as 
| | 


Bid 


pag. 23, 24: 


A Vindication of the Caſe 
I have ſtated it, when he himſelt ſpeaks ſo dubiouſly 


and uncertainly about it. - But becauſe I have not ſtated 
it to his mind, and that zt's not the Diſſenters poſition, 


but only a poſition, which their adverſaries have impoſed 


upon them without any ground, as he faith ; let us ſee how 
he ſtates the Queſtion, which is thus; _ 

Q. Whether things, the doing, or not doing of which 
God hath not preſcribed, being neither neceſſary to the 
attion as an haman a(tion, nor convenient for it (with re- 
ference to thoſe that perform it) for the ends of it, nor 
naturally, nor in common judgment ſuch, without which 
it cannot be done decently, may be lawfully uſed in the 
Worſhip of GR! by all perſons, or by any perſons , who 
judge that God hath forbidden the part to which they are 
by men determined, either in the letter, or by the juſt 


reaſon, and conſequence of Holy Writ, as forbidding all 


uſeleſs and ſuperfiuous things, in ſo ſacred ations, or 
things not neceſſary, and uſed ordinarily in Idolatrous 
and Superſtitions ſervices, or judging, that in Worſhip 


every man is ſui juris, and ought not to be deprived of 


the liberty God hath left him, may be univerſally and 
lawfully uſed : | 

This he hath elſewhere formed into a poſition, and 
from thence doth declare, that it lies upon his Adver- 
ſary to prove, that thoſe things which he would have all 
Diſſenters conform to are, | 

1. Things naturally neceſſary to all human Atts. Or, 

2. Things conventent for themas human atls. Or, with 
reference to the true end of ſuch atts : Or, 

3. Such as Nature ſhews to be comely for all human ats, 
or ſuch grave adts at leaſt, or which common judgment ſo 
judgeth. Or, | | 

4. That men may do what they reaſonably judge ſinful.Or, 

5. That there is no reaſon to jndge uſeleſs, and ſuper- 
f'uous attions in the Worſhip of God ſinful, Or, FT 
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6. No reaſon ſo to judge of the things not neceſſary to 

be uſed in Gods Worſhip, and which have been, and are 
ordinarily uſed in Idolatrous Worſhip. Or, 

7. That there is no reaſon to judge, that Chriſtians in 
watters of Worſhip ought to be left at liberty in things 
when God hath ſo left them. | | 

Whether this be /»deed the Diſlenters poſer ion he beſt 
underſtands ( as I ſhould think but whether it be their 
poſition explained, | as he faivdh | or contounded, I leave 
ro the judgment of others. This only I am ſure of,that 
for as much as I can underſtand of it, I may turn his 
own words upon him, and whereas he faith of the Caſe 
as I have ſtated it, None in his wits did ever deny it, | 
can ſay as it's ſtated by him, None in his wits did ever 
affirm it. For who 7 hs wits will ever affirm that it's 
lawful to uſe ſuch things in the Worſhip of God, that 
are ſordid and indecent, diſorderly and confuſed, idle, 
uſeleſs, and ſuperſluous, hurttul and pernicious ? | 

And yet , according to him” this mult he do, that will 
undertake to prove, that things that are not comely, 
convenient , or edifying, may be admitted thereinto. 
For this Author tells. us, that &y Decency we can under- 
Rand nothing but what 1s oppos'd to: ſordidly, &c.. And if 
it be not decent by his rule, it muſt be ſordid:: And fo 
of the reſt, 

Again, Who in his wits will afftirm that men may. do 
what they reaſonably judge ſinful 2 And. yet theſe things 
muſt they affirm that will attack this poſition.of 'our 
Authors : By which ſtating of the Queſtion and-ming- 
ling things of a different nature together, he hath pro- 
vided well for his own ſecurity, and may without tear 
of being conquer'd, or ſo much as oppos'd, fling down 
the Gantlet, with., Zf owr R. Author hath taken the 
poſition, as here ſlated, and argued it, we ſhall conſider 
what he hathſaid ; if not, we fhall lsahtly paſs over what 
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A Vindication of the Caſe 
he hath jaid, &c. and expedt till he hath juſtified all 
or any of the laſt Seven mentioned particulars. 

But 1 ſhall not fo /:ghtly paſs over what he hath ſaid 
without clearing what may be cleared, and reducing 
the Caſe into its proper principles, though it be what he 
hath taken no care to explain or prove. | 

It we review his ſeven particulars, 'we thail find that 
the ( a } 4th. and 6th. | 5 belong not to this caſe, 
and are otherwhere reſolved : Andot rhe Five remaining 
Four of them are reducible to one argument, which come 
now to be conſidered ; and the laſt of Chriſtian Liberty, 
T ſhall treat upon in the cloſe of this Diſcourſe. = 

In treating upon the Four that belong to one argy- 
ment and have for their fubje&t Auman Atlts; I think 
It may be done by putting and reſolving the tollowiny 
Queſtion. 

Q. What is it that doth make things in themſelves law- 
ful and indifferent, to be unlawful in Divine Worſhip ? 


© This is the main ſeat of the controverſie; it being a- 


greed that there are indifterent things in the Worthip 
of God ; But ſince we afterward divide upon it and fay 
that notwithſtanding this there are ſome things of that 
nature, thar are by circumſtance unlawiul, it 1s fit to un- 
derſtand,how this Queſtion is reſolved by one and the c- 
tier. x, 
If We ſtate the caſe, we ſay the Rules we are to guide 
our felves by, are thole of the Apoſtle, of Decency, Or- 
der, and Edification. And we trouble not our {elves 
nicely to conſider whether the Decency ariie [rom the 
nature of the thing, or trom common uſage, or preſcrip- 
tion, or inſtitution, fince we think that decency may 
ariſe from any, and it matters not from what caule 
the thing proceeds, nor how it came to be Decent, when 
it's now thought and found to be ſo. And as little 


curious arewe about the farſt reaſons of Order and Edi- 
fication, 
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fication, for we are ſo little ſpeculative in matters of 
practice, that-we think the peace of the Church, and 
Unity amongſt Chriſtians, are much more fit to de- 
termine us in theſe caſes than all the accuracy in 
Metaphyficks. | 
So that ifa thing be found to be decent, orderly and 
for Edification, though we were aſſur'd it did Spring 
from Humane Inſtitution, we think it to be lawful, and 
that Humane Inſtitution cannot make that unlawtul ; 


' which is found by uſe and experience to be tor De 


cency and Order. | 
| Agun we think that thoſe things which in kind are 
neceſſary to Humane AQts in all caſes, and comely 


_ and grave in Worſhip as well as out of it, may be ap- 


propriated to Worſhip-: and that the appropriation of 


\ Places, Time and Habit to Worſhip, doth not therefore 


make ſuch Places, Times, and Habits, unlawful to be u- 
ſed. | 

And if things indifferent in themſelves are unlawful 
in Worſhip, we conclude it muſt be when Divine [n- 
ſtitution is pretended for what is Humane, and when 


e&d from him, it appears to be the Sence of his poſt- 
tion, ye” 

1. That nothing of Humane Inſtitution ts to be ad- 
mitted or may lawtully be uſed in Divine Worſhip. For 
thus he faith, they muſt be zhings neceſſary fo al Hu- 
mane Ads, or convenient for them as Humane Afts, 
.or comely for all Humane Acts, &c. , 

2. That nothing, though ncceſlary, or convenient, 
or comely, ought to be uſed in, and much leſs be ap- 

he Worſhip of God; for they are to be 
| E conſidered 


53 


- the things ſute not the Nature, or defeat the ends C{ ef indif- 
of Divine Worſhip; or for the like reaſons which 7" "bins: 


 Tinthe controverted Tra& did inſiſt upon. 
'- But now on the contrary, by what may be ColeQ- 


Pp. 24, &c. 
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Prop. 1. 


A Vindicavags of the C aſe 
conſidered in Worſhip only as they have a reference to_ 
ſuch Humane Alts. EY | 

In the conſideration of theſe I ſhall 

1. Conſider how heattempts to prove it. 

2. Endeavour to diſcover the miſtake ; and vindi- 
cate the arguments and inſtances, produced in zhe cafe 
of Indifferent things to the contrary, trom his Ex- 
ceptions. | 

Theſe are. the chief things that all his diſcourſe is 
founded upon, and that are ſcattered through it : But 
though they are rather ſuppoſed than proved by him; 
and therefore ( to uſe his own Words) 7 may lightly 
paſs them over, and exped till he hath juſtified them: 
yet becauſe I would make ſomewhat of it, I ſhall col- 
Ie& from the Hints he gives, what it is that he doth 
think may be ſaid for them. 

As for the firſt of theſe, that norbing zs to be uſed iy 
Divine Worſhip that ws meerly of Flumane Inſtitution, 
his arguments are fetched the . Nature of the 
things pleaded for them, viz. Decency, order, edifi- 
cation. As, faith.he, | 

i. We cannot apprebend it, in the power of Man to 
Create a Decency. The greateſt Emperors wearing an 
Antick Habit, would not make it Decent, till it could 
preſeribe, or had obtained a common. conſent. This | 
the rather mention, becauſe it is an: argument much in 
vogue amongſt rhole that would aruficially handle 
this matter. But here let me ask them what it is cre 
ates a Decency? He faith,theLaw of Nature and preſcrip- 
tion, common conſent and the guiſe of Countries. But how 
began that Preſcription, whgnce aroſe that conſent, whe- 
ther frum chance or inſtitution ? Or what is it whence it 
ariſcth, it it be found to be decent 2 Certainly 1t it be- 
gan in one of thele inſtitution is the more noble of the 
two,and the leſs diſputable : And then it wouldtbe hard. 
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of Indifferent Things. : 

to conceive how that uw hich came by chance ſhould be 

lawful, and that which came by Inſticution ſhould be un- 

lawful. 4 
But (z.) If Preſcription,and Common Conſent, and the 

Guiſe of Courtreys be the meaſure of Decency, may not 

theſe things alſo be the meaſure of it in the Church, 


.and in things relating to Divine Worſhip 2 And is not 


the cuſtom of the Churches of God a reafon as ſufficient to 
conclude us in this matter as the grave and Civil cuſtoms 
of a Nation? Or ( 3.) Is there any Church on this ſide 
Rome that by a Sc volo doth ſtamp a decency upon its 


Inſtitutions, without reſpeCt to preſcription and the 


cuſtom of Churches 2 Or that can doit > By his way 
of expreſſing himſelt, he would make the Argument 
great, as it to Create a Decency was an invaſion of God's 
Prerogative'; We cammot apprehend it in the Power of 
man ro Create a Decency. The greateſt Emperor, &c, 

Burt if a Decency ariſe from the Guiſe of Countrys, and 
Preſcription, and Common Conſent,.it might be queltio- 
ned, whether according to him, God himſelf can then. 
Create a Decency, and by his authority make that to be 
at once which requires time and Cuſtom ( as he faith ) 
to produce and torm it 2 So high doth the power of 
alittle School-ſubtilty and Imagination ſometimes tran(- 
port men, that their Arguments vaniſh out of ſight, 
and are loſt to all choſe that eonverte with what is groſs 
and tangible. | 

But ſuppoſing 77 7s not in the power of man to Create 
a Decency, yet Order may be Order without thoſe 
dilatory reaſons of Cuſtom and Preſcription ; and there- 
fore what holds againſt eſtabliſhing Decency by inſti- 
turion, will not hinder but that order may be thereby 
eltabliſhed. Therefore, | 

2. He further argues trom the Nature of Decency and 
Ocder, that things of meer Human? Inſtitution are not 
capable of that plea. We can underſtand, faith he, no- 
E 2 thing 
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thing, by orderly, and according to order, but without 
confuſion. By Decency we can underſtand nothing but 
what is oppoſed to ſordidly ; nor can we think of any afti- 
on that is not Decent,if the contrary to it be noi indecent: So 
then nothing ought to be done in the Worſhip of God, but 
what may be done without Confuſion, &c: of which Nature 
can nothing: be that is idle aud ſuperfiuous, &c. | 
I was at a great loſs at firſt to find out the driſt of 
all this, but upon conſideration I think it contains 
theſe things: (1.) That it is unlawful to ordain or uſe 
any thing ſuperfluous in the Worſhip of God. ( 2.) 
That whatſoever is not for Order, Decency and Edifi- 
cation 1s ſuperTſuous. ( 3.) That nothing is Decent, if 
the contrary to it be not indecent. It's the laſt of theſe 
we are now concerned in ; which by the help of the 
Ames's Freſp great managers of this Argument , may be better un- 


| © Suit, Cr anſwer 


;o By. Morton. Jerſtood. 7nd it amounts'to this, that/Decency and 


; Jean's Umfor- Indecency are contraries'( rather privatives ſaith Feans) 


mity in anſwer And if one of them be not Indecent , the other can-- 
= #Y not be Decent: And if the Action .may be performed 
decently without what is called Decent, then: that 
which we call fo is not Decent. As ſuppoſe it's pleaded 
that a Surplice is Decent, but 1+ the contrary be not 
Indecent , and the Service may be performed de- 
cently without it , then that Veſtment is not Decent. 
In anſwer to which I ſhall not concern my lf 

in a tedious and nice diſpute about the nature of 
Contrarieties and Privatives, but readily grant the 
oppoſition which they inſiſt upon betwixt Decent 
and Indecent ; And yet notwithſtanding ſhall make 
bold to deny the whole they infer. from it : And 
that for this reaſon, becauſe our Diſpute is not about 
the Nature of Decency and Indecency, but about things 
Decent and Indecent : And although Decency and 
Indecency be oppoſed ax above faid, yet it is not fo 
= 


of Indifferent Things. 
m the things controverted , but that things different 
may be both of them, Deceat. 

As for Example, he grants that it's comely and grave 
to preach in a Gown ,* and that they look therefore for 
no Inſtitution; but now by this way of arguing it 
could not be fo : For if a perſon may preach decent- 
ly without a Gown, then it cannot be Decent ro 
preach withit, becauſe Decency and Indecency are 
contraries, and. if the contrary be not Indecent , ( as 
it is not to preach without it, muſt he fay, ) then 
to preach with it is not Decent. | 

So again, what Decency is to Indecency, that is 
Reverence to Irreverence : But, he faith, that kneel- 


27 


Paz. 18. 


ing at the Sacrament is Decent , ( for ſaith he, zo p,, 5. 


Diſſenter refuſeth to receive the Sacrament Kneeling 
becauſe it is not Decent ) and Reverent. But it can 
be neither of theſe by his argument, for they alſo 
affirm that it may be Decently and Reverently re- 
ceived, though they do not kneel ; and therefore the 


Pag. 13, 


contrary to kneeling being not Indecent , kneeling . 


cannot. be Decent. And thus I might run on 2» i- 


| fnitum;; and the like may be argued trom the account 


he gives of Order. | 

The ground of his and the others miſtake is, that 
they argue from the kind to the individuals of the 
kind, as if one individual was as much oppoſite to- 
the other as kind to kind., whereas the individuals 
are mutable things, which the guiſe of Countrys, and 
cuſtom, &c. alter ;z and two things different in uſe 
or figure, or the like, may be both of them Decent, 
as to wear a Cloak or a Coat in- 5ccular buſineſs; a 
Cloak, Gown, or Surplice in Religious Soiemn.ties , 
( according as the cuſtom is. \ 


Theretore the Bretiren at the Savoy let this CU- TOY 
zious fpeculir.on til, and grant, were are ſome things © eSavoy,P,62. 
| Decent 
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A Vindtcation of the Caſe 

Decent and orderly , when the oppoſite ſpecies is not 
undecent or diſorderly. And a greater than they ſaid 
it was comely , with 'reſpe& to the then ſtate of the 
Church, #ot to marry, and yet without doubt it was 
not thought uncomely to marry too; which yet the 
Apoſtle could not have faid, if our Authors way of 
arguing had been of: any force. 

After all this pert diſcoutfe againſt things inſtituted 
we are. little concern'd, not only becauſe there is 


nothing like things meerly inftirtuted by men in our 


Church except the Croſs, Amo Lay- Communion 
is riot concerned in ) but alfo becauſe even that and 
all things that can be forced 'to look this way are not 
now inſtituting , but are *received as having been fo 
long before, and are not the ſabjeft matter of 
Inſtitutiorf, but of Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Command 
betwixt which there is a vaſt difference, as, Mr. Feans 
rightly obſerves; There is difference *twixt Inſtitution, 
and Commandment or Appointment ; for though every 
Inſtitution be aCommandment or Appointment , yet every 
Commandment or Appointment is not an Inſtitution. Aud 
hence a Church in a place may command and m_ the 
uniform obſervance of Ceremonies, mſtituted unto ts 
hand by the Charch in former ages. 

As tor ſuch particular things as were owing to meer 
Inſtitution ( which I produced-in the above faid tract) 
in -refpect ot their ute and fſignification, | ſhall keep 
them in my eye, though I lay them a'ide tor the 
»reſent to come to his next head. 

Nothing, though neceſſary , or, conyvencent , Of 
comely , ought to be uſed in, and murci1 leſs appro- 
priated to the Worſhip ot God; being ail ſuch things 
are to be conſidered therein only as they have a 104+ 
rence to humane adts. This he aſſerts not only in 
the Propoſitions which he draws trom his gener 3! po- 

| lition, 


of Indifferent things. 


fition, but alſoelſewhere ; ſo he ſaith, that they com- 


29 


ply with meer neceſſary, or convenient circumſtances pag. 1. 


either of Adons, or ſuch or ſuch Adiqns, canfSeered 
et eg any Religion. And- therefore he- con 
cludes, , py” 


1. They muſt not be uſed in Religious Worſhip. 


So he ſaith, 7hoſe who ſtumble at the Surplice ( as not ©95: '5- 


many do ) or the Croſs , or kneeling at the Euchariſt, 
ſcruple to do it inan Aft of Worſhip. So again, The 
Miniſter muſt wear his Surplice in his As of Worſhip, 
and fign with the Croſs within the complex At of Wor- 
ſhip, ( fer he after it with prayers concludes the Attion.,) 
The People muſt kneel in the aft of Receiving. What 
then? Why then they are unlawtul Now how the 
things that are neceſlary in general (as Poſture , Habit, 


Sc. ) can beuſed without particulars , or how thoſe 


particulars can be uſed in Worſhip lawfully, and yet 


be unlawful , becauſe. uſed in Worſhip, I underſtand 


not. For then fitting would be palawtul, if alike re- 
quired, and a Gown be unlawtul,and the Ring in Mar- 
riage unlawful, and the laying the hand on; the Book 
unlawful, ( at the former ot which 1s a prayer annexed, 
and at the latter it is implied, ) and all Civil Ufages in 
Worſhip would be unlawful : And then what will be- 
come of what he hath elſewhere ſaid - Dr. Ames and 


others. do: think that ſuch uſages which may ordinarily Pg. 18 


be uſed in other humane aftions of a grave uature , may 
be wſed in Adts of Worſhip; and being ſo uſed are no 
more-than appendants to the Attion, &c. © 
But being ſenſible that this will not do, and that 
unleſs he can make the being uſed ix Worſhip to be 
the ſame with Worſhip, to be an-a& or a part of it, 
be cannot make it unlawful , .and that if he ſhould 
attenprit, it v 4uld be bvi to diſpanage the cauſe, 
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) 2. That which is appropriated to Worſhip is un- 

Pag. 12. lawful. Some of them cannot but look for an Inſtitution 

for a Garment | meaning the Surplice | which they muſt 

be tied to uſe in the Worſhip of God , and reſtrained from 

the wearing of at other times. Now becauſe this would 

open a gap too wide for him to ſtand in, and would 

condemn Places , as well as Habits , and make it as 

unlawful to uſe a Church as a Surplice, he therefore 

cautioufly begins it with Some of them: But yet how- 

ever hegives us a reaſon for it, viz. Becanſe the appro- 

priation of it to the Religious att, ſpeaks ſomething of 

Religion and Homage to God in it, Elſewhere he ex- 

veeffeck himſelf atter the like manner, We think they 

« civil uſages ) muſt not have any thing of the nature of 

Worſhip in them, but may as well be uſed in meerly Ciul 

ations, as in Religious Duties. If there be any thing of 

Flemage to God in them they are Worſhip which muſt 

have an Inſtitution. But , Firſt, What doth he mean 

: by appropriation , doth he thereby underſtand that 

what 15 for the preſent appropriated to a Religious uſe 

and Service cannot be omitted, nor altered, nor upon 

| any reaſon whatſoever be applied to any other uſe? 
( « ) Homilies This our Church doth not hold. ( a) 

_— of, m=— Is it that out of a Reverence to Divine Ordinances, 

ns A it is not fit that the things ufed in or at Divine Wor- 

Prayer. 31.2 ſhip be proſtituted to vulgar uſe, that what are'Church- 

4714-6. 3+ estor an hour or twoon the Lord's day be not Stables 

all the week after; nor the Tables and Plate uſed in 

the Lord's Supper, be employd, in the ſervice of tae Ta- 

verns? This we agree to,and think our ſelves wcll able to 

defend againſt any arguments we have yet ſeen to the 

contrary. 2/y, Doth appropriation neceſlarily imploy 

homage to God ; may not things be thus Goarmed 

tor Order and Uniformity, for Gravity and Decency,ftor 


Reverence 


of Indifferent Things. _— 
Reverence and Reſpect to the Solemaitics of Religion > 
And may not this Reverence and Reſpett we ſhew ro 
the ſolemnities of Religion, and rhe Devorion we ſhew 
in external Worſhip redound to God himſelf 

| Indeed what are all the outward a&ts of Reverence 
but expreſſing of Homage, Veneration and Adoration to 
God 2 I do not think the Holy Pfalmift forgor himſelf 
when he ſaid, Come let us Worſhip, and fall down, and p,.,, 6 
' kneel before the Lord our Maker : Or that our Author 

himſelf faid amiſs, when he maintains, that Nature px. :,. 
reacheth us to Worſhip God in the moſt decent manner we 

can, For though Adoration'be to be given to God a- Paz r3. & 
lone, ,yet Reverence ( as our Author diſtinguiſheth ) J455 07/2 
is due to all things relating to him, and to that Wor- eag.21. © 
ſhip we pay to him: And as there are ſeveral Ads of 

Worſhip due to God; So there are fome things due 

to his Worſhip, by which his honour is advanced and 
devotion turthered. Bur for this I reter him to what C7 of nife- 
was ſaid otherwhere, which he was pleaſed to rake RR 
no notice of. "wh | 
- But to bring all to an iſſue I ſhall now confider the 
ſeveral arguments, and inſtances I produced to prove 

that things indifferent, though not preſcribed, may be law- 
fally uſed in Divine Worſhip. 

This I proved from the oli Teſtament and New, 

from the practice of thePrimitive and Modern Churches, 

'and from rheir own Concelthions, | 
1, The inſtances I choſe to give from the Old Teſta- 

ment were David's Temple, rhe Feaſt of Purim, and 

the Synagopal Wins | To theſe he anfwers at once, 

that they are anſwered long fince by Dr. Ames in his Cſ exenixes. 
Freſh Suit. And perhaps may be anſwered by him af- ***5: 

ter the manner he defended rhe objeftion taken from 

the ſecond Commandment, which our Author himſelf 2x. :-. 
gives up : But it his I are of torce, I ſuppoſe, 

; | We 
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A Vindication of the Caſe 
we (hall find it in our Author. And he firſt begins with 
Davids -Temple, of which he faith, David indeed de- 


ſign da Temple for God without acommand, But God check- 


ed him for it for this very. reaſon, 2. Sam. 7. 7. and 
though he approved his generally good intention, yet he 
reſtrained him as tohis Att, as may J ſeen in that Chap. 

This being matter ot Fact the Text muſt determine it, 
and trom thence I obſerve. 

1. That God had at no time given a command con- 
cerning building a Temple. So in the Text quoted, 
in all the places with all the children of Iſrael ſpake I a 
word with any of the tribes, Qc. ſaying, why build ye 
not me an houſe of Cedars > 

2. David in deſigning it went upon rational grounds 
( 1.) as God had gzven him reſt, and ſo-it became him 
to do it in pointot gratitude, and becauſe he had an op- 
portunity tor it. ( 2.) From comparing his, own houſe 
with God's, See now I dwell in an houſe of Cedar, but the 
Ark of God dwelleth within curtains. ” 

3. It wasno raſh at, for it ſeems he had at that time 
made ready for the building, having ita long time before 
in-his thoughts. Ot this ſee Dr. Lightfoot, Temple c. 40. 

i. Fromall which Linfer,that neither Dav/4 10 deſign: 
ing, nor Nathan in approving what he deſign'd, thought 
it abſolutely unlawtul to do what was not commanded 
in the Worſhip of God, or that what was not command- 
ed. was forbidden. This muſt be granted by our Au- 
thor, that ſaith, God approved his generally good intenti- 
on, now What was his intention generally but to do 
ſomewhat in honour to God, and tor the ſolemnity of 
his Worſhip 2 Thus much Mr. Pool doth yield, 7 he de- 
fign. being pious,and the thing uot forbidden by God,Nathan 
haſtily approves it. - Now it he approved it becauſe not 
forbidden by God, then they did not think. that what 
way/not commanded, was forbidden ; nor doth that ot 


Our 


of Indifferent Things. 
our Author appear to be reaſonable, that God checked 
him for it becauſe it was without a command, 

2ly, _—_— that particular At condemned, yet it 
is not reaſonable to ſuppole it to be for the general rea- 
ſon, given by our Author, that #othing muſt be dane 
without a command, but becauſe in a matter of that con- 
ſequence, the Prophet did not adviſe about it, and that 
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\ he did zoo haſtily approve it, as Mr. Pool faith. 


But, 

31y. It's evident that the particular A& was not con- 
demned. 1. Becauſe God commended him for it, thou 
didſt well (a). So Mr. Hilderſham,. Though the Lord 
would not let David build him an Houſe , yet he com- 
mends his affetion for it, &c. b) 2. God rewarded him (a): &:»g.,s. 
for 'it, for upon it it was promiſed, (c) Ze will mate |7-'% 
thee an Houſe, So Mr. Pool, For thy good intentions to n= oo FR 
make him an Houſe , he wif build thee an Houſe. (c):Sam.7.11, 
;- He preſently gave order upon it for the building '©* 17:1. 
ſuch ag Houſe; and as a mark of approbation, and a 
turther reward of David's good intention, did both 
reveal what he would have built , and how [d |; And (a) ;cton.28. 
appoint his immediate Succeſſor tor the building of it 19. 
(e'. 4. Though God did deny this Privilege to David, (<): Sam.7. 137 
yet it was not without giving him good reaſon for it, 
and that was { 1.) becauſe things were not ſetled. 
So it was before with the tribes, therefore God faith 
he walked with them (f): And ſo it was with David, (F):5m. ; 5, 
tor though he had at that time re, ( which was 7-v*/ 2. 
about the 10h, or at moſt the 20h, of his Reign; ) 
Yet it was far from a ſettled Peace , and therefore 
Mr. Pool reads it as the Margin, v.11. 7 wif! cauſe 
thee to reſt. (2.) It was not fit for David, Becauſe 
be had been a man of War,and ſhed much blood. (g) Now (g) :ctron.x2. 
in oppoſition to this (1.) God faith, 7 will ordain a 7.8,9.28,3- 
place for Iſrael,and plant them,&c. (h) ( 2.) Of Solomon, 21097977: 

F-2 he 
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| he faith, Ae ſhall be a man of reſt, and I will give 
"| t1Cbron.22.g 11M Peace(1". | 
| Cn, So that it appears that it was not unlawful for 
| David to deſign a Temple nor unacceptable to God 
| that he did deſign it, but it was deterr'd tor the reaſons 
before given, and becauſe it was unicaſonable, 


ST: ' Now becauſe tize Author has referr'd me to Ames, 
US. F will fend him back thither, and let him-ſee whe- 
| | Ames Free ther he has an{wered all this or no. 
* -- :-whhy ' As tor the Feaſt of Parin , Thus Reverend perſon 
_ Cajeexamincd faith , It lieth upon our Author to prove, 7 he Feaſf of 
| 9. 26. purim was kept as a Religious Feaſt. There 1s no order 


for any Religious Adts to be performed in it. If it were, 
it was pom__ conimanded under the precepts of giving 
i | thanks for publick mercies. | 
q I ſhall therefore undertake to prove it a Religious 
Feaſt. But before I proceed I ſhall i. obſerve, That the 
lawfulneſs of Religious Feaſts and Faſts admit of the / 
ſame general proof, and if. I prove one IT prove the / 
other. 2, I obſerve that the Jews did think it lawful 
to inſtitute Religious Feaſts and Faſts, both —— 
and anniverſary. Of the Hatter fort { which is the 'M- 
| matter in diſpute )) were the Faſts of the 4th, 5thant MW + 
4\2:<h.8.19. 10th Months, inſtituted in the time of the Captivity(a). | 
| Such was the Feaſt of Dedication inſtituted by the 
(b)124ec. 4.59. Fews 1n the time of the Maccabees b), And kept to the 
{c) 70 10,22. time of our Saviour (c), nay to this very day amcnegſt ; 
(a) Fuxrorf.$- them (d'. And ſo Merdecaiand Eſther dideſtabliſh this ] 
”9g. Jad. Feaſt of Purim; and the Jews took upon themſelves [ 
(e) E/ 9» 2© Zo keep it (e&'. Now that it was a Religious Feaſt will 0 
a appear, | p 
i, As it was a day of thanksgiving to God for i 
&)C.8 that great deliverance. - Thus it's called a day of g/ad- 
'$. 17.9. : . | 
12,19,22, Meſs, a good day t \, which Mr. Poo! thus paraphraſeth, U 
_ 8.17.4 time of feaſting , rejoycing and thanksgiving 8): _ i 
© Dro * urther 
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further appears from the reaſon given for the celebra- 
tion of it. Jt was, ſaith the Text, That the memorial 
of their deliverance ſhould not periſh : or as Mr. Pool, 
Becauſe they had ſeen and felt thu wonderful work of 


| God on their behalf. (h) It appear'd further from the Cir- (h)C. 9.: 5,31. * 


cumſtances of it,” it's ſaid They ſent portions one to, 
another,and giſt s th the poor. {1\ Which", faith Pool, they (i) C. 9, 22. 


| uſed to give upon days of thankſgiving, of which ſee 
| Neth. 5. 10, | | 


And I may add. that it is impoſſible to conceive 
that perſons of ſach ſignal piety as Mordecai and E/t- 


| ber, ſhould inſtitute, and under the preſent ſenſe of 
| ſuch a deliverance, as the Jews were, ſhould obſerve this 
| Feaſt, only as a day of Civil Joy, without reſpect to 


God that wonderiully brought it about. 

2.It was as much a Religious Feaſt, as their Faſt was a 
ReligiousFaſt;So the Text makes them parallel, 7hey con- 
firmed theſe days of Purim,&c.As they had decreedfor them. 
ſelves & for their ſeed the matters of the faſtings & their 
cry. (k) But what their Faſting was, the nature of the 4 .. 
thing, as well as the Cry here ſpoken of doth declare. 
So to go y2 and faſt, Pool adds, 7nd pray, which was 
the main bufineſs , to which faſting w.:s only an help. (1) U) On. 4.16, 
But our Author faith; There 7s no order for any Relt- "31. | 


Jh 


| gious Aﬀts to be performed in ir. As if they did not 


know what became them to do upon ſuch a gracious 
and wonderful deliverance. But we read of no order. _ 
for ſuch Acts on their days of Faſting ,. were they « 
not therefore Religious ? Nay we read not of the name 
of God in the whole Book, or of any duty to him 
plainly expreſſed , and ſhall we therefore cttcem it not 
to be Religious and Canonical ? 
But ſaith our Author, Fl it were a Religious Feaſt, 
it was generally commanded under tc precgpts of giving 
thanks. And I defire nomore: For ia one Breath he 
| bath 
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hath yielded all. So that now we have gained, that 
fixed and anniverſary feſtival days ſet apart tor Comme- 
moration of God's Mercies to us,are not'only lawful, but 
what we have a command tor.-- Aad thence it follows, 
that a Church hath Power to determine them,. as they 
did. And further that things not commanded may be 
uſed in Divine Worſhip. | 

The next thing is the Synagogal Worſhip. 

To this he replyes, The Worſhipping of God inSynagogues 
wanted no ſpectal Command ; Being but a Circumſtance 
convenient, if" not neceſſary to publick Worſhip conſidered 
as an Humane Atl. A Multitude of people could not meet 
to Worſhip God together without a fit place. But Firſt 
why did not Synagogues want a Special Command as 
well as the Temple which he contends for?) For, which 
is worſe,to build a more convenient place for one alread 
inſtituted, a Temple tor a Tabernacle ; ar to build pla- 
ces for which they had ( as he yields) no ſpecial com- 
mand, as the Synagogues 2 But ſuppoſe they needed not 
a Command for Synagogues, becauſe a Multitude con!d 
vor meet together without a Fit Place; yet how will 
that be a reaſon that 4he Worſhipping in Synagogues 
wanted it not > That place is a circumſtance conventent, 
and that Synagogues were fit places for a. Multitude of 
people to Worſhip in, we grant ; and we will grant that 
this may bea reaſon to juſtify the building and uſing 
ſuch places without a ſpecial Command ; yet what is that 
to the Worſhip ſo and ſo ordered in thoſe places ? What 
4s that to Days and Hours , which the Scripture ſpeaks 
of, and he contends againſt? What is this to the Forms 
uſed in their Service, which the Jews do write of? , 
It theſe are not to be juſtified though they wanted a 
Special Command, how was it that our Bleſſed Saviour 
and his Apoſtles did not only frequent the places, 
but the Service, as our Saviour's Cuſtomary Preacl- 


ing 
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ing in them doth ſhew? What is this tothe Ritual _ 
Obſervations our Saviour complied - with, ſuch as the 
Paſſover Cup,and their poſture at it, which he ſhewed his - 
approbation of in his taking the materials of his laft Sup- 
per from the Rites uſed in the Paſſover, as learned men 
have obſerved; of which Caſaubon ſaith, Foc primum 
obſervare juvat, quomodo Filius Dei umbras Legis ad 
veritatem traduxerit. | 

This he will by no means hear of, and therefore uſeth 
ſeveral evaſions ( for they are.no better '\. Thus when 

it's recorded that our Saviour told the diſciples, with de- 
fire have I defired to eat this Paſſover with you before ] * 
ſuffer : and in proſecution of it, that -be took. the Cup, 
and gave thanks, and ſaid, Divide it among your ſelves, for 
I will not Drink of the Fruit. of the Vine, &c. he irreve« 
rently repreſents it as if it-was no more than if he drunk 


_ only to fatisfie Nature. For fo he faith; Before Chriſt cf examines. 


did eat the paſchal Supper, he drank a Cup of Wine, and Pag. 14. 
doubtleſs at it he drank alſo, though it be not recorded. 
People need no Inſtitution to drink while they are eating. 

As if the Evangeliſt had no more to do than to tell 
us Chriſt drank a Cup ot Wine with his Meat. Surely 
there is a better account to be given of this matter ; The 
Text it (ſelf ſhews it. And the Jewiſh Authors and others 
that write of their cuſtoms, do ſufficiently inform us. In 
which he muſt be very ignorant or incredulous, that will 
fay { as he doth )) that no more is ſignified by it than that cj examined. * 
every one might drink as his appetite required ;and no leſs Pas. 32- 
Irreverent that can think that what is recorded of our Sa- 
viour's taking the Cup, and bleſſing, and drinking in the 
Paſſover, was only to ſerve that end. | | 

The next thing I inſiſted upon was our Saviour's com> - 
pliance with them in the poſture us'd by them at the Paſl pag. 2. 
over,contrary ( as he owns ) to what was uſed at the firſt 
laſtitution.Ofthis,he ſaith,Our Savionr uſed the Jewiſh po- 

| ſtare - 
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Pag. 84 ſure in eating the paſſover, being a pefare no where, that 
we know of, uſed by Idolaters, nor being any poſture of A- 
doration, but their ordinary poſture of eating Meat, 2. He 
ſaith, that every gue might uſe the poſture which was 
moſt convenient for the Nature of the Attion : and that 
he doth ot ſee any reaſon to conclade they would have 
ſhut out any that becauſe of the inſtitution deſired to eat 
it with his loyns girt, G&c. 3. That, if they did uſe any 
uniform poſture, yet it was becauſe they agreed it among 
themſelves. Tn all which there is hardly any thing ſaid 
but is full of miſtake. As, ha” 

i. He faith, the poſture uſed #4 our Saviour was us 
where, that he knows of, uſed by Molaters, nor was a po- 
ſture of Adoration, I cannot tell how far our Author's 
Learning may extend in this matter, but that the po. 
ſture ot diſcumbing was -uſed at feſtival Solemnities 
from ancient times, 7, the Grecians, Medes, Perſians, In- 
dians, Romans, and Jews, &c. and from thence tranſla- 
red to their Sacrifical Feaſts, which the Heathens did 

(4) > very anciently obſerve (a, is ſufficiently known ( 4) 
(5)Ca/a Inſfomuch that the whole Solemnity was call'd amongſt 
exercir. 16, theRomans Lefiſternium (c). This is Confirm'd by Scri- 
= ISP ture. SH Amos. 2. 8. They lay themſelves down upon 
(c) Roſimi P ; | IJ "07 : /d 
 antiq.l.z.c. Clothes laid to PR by every Altar, &c, That is, the 
of, uz Beds which they uſed in the Temples of their G ods,faith Ca- 
©) tener, ſaubon, ( 4) from the Jews: So Ezek. 23. 41. For ſa- 
Exercit, Lisfaftion in which I refer this Reverend Author to & 
xv. & thers ( e , | 
PET And whereas he faith this was no poſture of Adoration, 
he muſt needs be miſtaken, if he grants what they did 
in thoſe Solemnities in Honour to their Gods to be 4- 
doration. And this they did, for it was an entertain- 
ment made for them, the heathens conceiving that the 
LL Gods did then feaſt with them; hence the Pocts phraſe of 


£5. ode, 33, ( f) ornare pulvinar Deorum dapibus. So the Apoltle calls 
| | | their 
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their Table, the Table of Devils ? ( g) and their lying (2) 
down there, an having fellowſhip with Devils, ( h ) Ha- (by eg 


ving ſaid thus much, I ſhall not need to prorecd, and 
ſhew how fitting, as well as diſcumbing, hath been alfo 
uſe4 in Idolatrous Service, both amongſt Heathens of 


old and Romaniſts now, eſpecially ſince I have it ſuffici- Falkner's #- - 
ently proved to my hands in a book I ſuppoſe our Au- + E-cle/. 


part. 2.c.3, 
F. 4. 7. 10. 


thor well acquainted with. | 

As for what he further ſaith, /f the Fews did uſe on: 
uniform poſture, &c, there needs not many words to 
ſhew how precarious or falſe it is. Far what more preca- 
rious than to ſpeak doubttully ( f they did ) of that 
which yet is clearly evident they did obſerve 2 Or at- 
firm, that if they did, It was becauſe they agreed it among 
themſelves, which is-to ſupple the reaſon of the thing 


to be certain, when the thing tt ſelf according to him . 


is uncertain? Orc what more falſe, ſince whether 
it was by agreemenr- among therufelves, or by the 
Authority. of - the Church, 'thit- there was' this Uni- 
ſormity of poſture is not ſo certain, as it is that'there was 
this Uniformity, and that they were univerſally obliged 
to uſe and obſerve ix ?. ' For it was required that diſcum- 
biture ſhould. be-afed in all Religious Feaſts, but eſpeci- 
ally at the'Paſt5ver/by all withour exceprton, in the-firft 
part of rhe Solemnity. | 
toone well-verfed in theſe matters. | 

So little Truth, of certainty is there tn what our Au- 
thor aſſerts, that'e very one' mb;bt uſe the poſture which was 
moſt conuentent ; \and that' there was no r-aſon to conclude 


_ they would have fhut of any yo their paſchal Societies 
that deſired toeat it with his loyns girt, &c, or ſtanding. 


 Thenext inſtance produced tn the aboveſaigCaſe of /r- 
different things,and objetedagatrnit by ourAnthor,is the 
ours of Prayer, which were obſerv'd amongſt the Jews,” 
at Morning,Noon,and Even.ng, AQ-2 15.c. 10.9. c4. 1. 

L 


33 


1 Cor. 1g, 
21 


or which I refer our Author ;,,,,,, 
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C-/e Examin- Of theſe our Author gives this account:7hus the 4Apo- 
P19. files uſed the hours of Prayer, which alſo they might have 

changed, if they had pleaſed. That the Jews ſent any to 

Goals, or excommunicated any for not keeping to theſe hours 

we do not find. There is nothing of Religioa in the t1;ae, 

more then in any other part of time. Thus St. Paul uſed 
Circumciſion and Purification. 

Thus: How is that 2 Did the Apoltles uſe the hours 

of Praycr onely as neceſſary circumſtances of [Humane atti- 

015, or ſuch without which the light of Nature, or Common 

abs. bes uſage ſhews the thing cannot be done, or conveniently or 

OP comelily done,as he ſaith ? Or rather did they not uſe them 
as they found them inſtituted and obſerved in the Jewiſh 
Church ?: And not for his 7hus, and the reaſons given by 
him ? Will thoſe reaſons juſtifie thoſe very hours. of the 
day, or the juſt number of three hours? Or however, 
how will they Juſtify the Prayers uſed at thoſe hours ; 
But whatever exceptions he- had againſt-the time, he it 

20959 RE 4;. {Ems found. nothing to ſay to. the Service, which yet 

_ = © was pleaded as well as that. 

"EO th But he faith, There is nothing of Religion in the time, 
Iffo ( asis granted) then it's in the power of a Church 
to inſtitute and determine it, where there is no other 
Religion in the Time, than as it's thus ſeparated to the 
Service of God. | 

Laſtly he faith, The Ani mgpe have changed the 
Hours of Prayer, if they had pleaſed. How might they 
have changed: them.2 Might they do it as Apoſtolical 
Perſons, or as Private Members of the. Jewiſh Church ? 
Asto the former I find not they did exerciſe any ſuch 
Power within- the Juriſdition of the Jewiſh Church, 
nor that they had any Commiſſion ſo to do. As for 
the latter, I deny it. For if it lay in the power of Pri- 
vate Members of a Church to alter the Hours in which 
the Church is to aſſemble, it is in their power to _—_— 

t 
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the Aſſembly, and there could nothing but Confuſion 
iſſue from it. IT muſt confeſs he ſeems to be at a per- 
tect loſs what to ſay as to this matter. And it appears 
{o when he dares not ſo much as touch upon the Prayers 
uſed: fn thoſe hours, and applies his Thus to St. Paul's 
uſing Circumciſion and Purification, as if they allo were 
neceſſary circumſtances of Flumane ation ; or ſuch with- 
out which the light of Nature or Common Uſage ſhews 
the thing cannot be done, &ce. which were things of pure 
Inſtitution at the firſt, and what though peculiar to the 
Jewith Church, the Apoſile complied with them 1n for 
a TLMME. | | 

The next inſtances produced in proof of the Propoſi- 
tion were, Waſhing the Diſciples feet, Love-Peaſts, and 
Holy-Kiſs which he joyns together, and of which he ſaith, 

i. I's impoſſible to prove, that they were any more Pag-12, 15, 
than Civil uſages, QC. IN 

2. They were not uſed in Worſhip. ; 

Whether it is impoſſible to prove the firſt or no,doth 
not reft upon our Author's authority, and yet that is the c,f of mare 
only thing which he hath thought fit ro confront what ren: :hings. 
I produced in proof of it. That they were Civilrites is © '7 
granted, but that they were uſed by Chriſt and the Apo- 
ttles as no more than Civil,is(T may ately venturerto fay) 
impeſſible to prove. Firſt, Becauſe there is the reaſon 
ot the thing againſt it, as they were inſtituted and 
uſed for Spiritual ends, and in token of Chriſtian Hu- 
mility and Charity ( as I then ſhewed ). Secondly , cf of a.# 
Becauſe of the great Ditterence there was betwixt them ?#: '* 
when uſed as meerly Civil, and as uſed by our Saviour 
- and the Apoſtles. - What this was as to waſhing the 
feer,l then ſhewed where he might be Satisfied and to ,,, ., Joh 
Buxtorf I may add-the Learned Dr. I ightfoot. ne 

[t appears turther they were not meerly Civil rrom 
the Character given to the kiſs of Charity, being 

G 2 called 
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A Vindication of the Caſe © 
called the Holy Kiſs. But This was (faith he) &ecanſe 
the Apoſtle commanded Chriſtians to uſe it in a Sober, 
Temperate, Chaſt, Or holy manner. But if this was the 
reaſon, then all Kiſſes, and all Feaſts would be holy: 
But now Holineſs ſtamps ſomewhat peculiar upon 
the thing it's applied to, and ſignifies that by Some 
act, end, or ule, it's Separated from the reit of the 
ſame kind. And for this reaſon was it more |.kely 
the kiſs was called Holy, from its end, .uſe and ſignift- 
cation ( as it was a Teliimony of that Holy and in- 
tire love, which was or ought to: have been among{t 
Chriſtians \ rather than in reſpe&t of the manner ; tor 
what reaſon was there tor that, when it was betwixt 
perſons of the ſame,and not a different, Sex. Beſides,if 
it was a meer Civil rite, and defſign'd tor no Religzous 
end, could we think the Apoſtle would require «gfnd 
cloſe his Epiſtles ſo frequently with it ? Laſtly, it aPpears 
they were not uſed as mere Civil Rites, becauſe they 
were uſed in Religious Aſlemblics, and ſome of them 
annexed thereunto. Ot this ( he faith | he car never 
prove, that while Our Saviour was Worſhipping his Fa- 


ther he ſtept aſide to waſh his Diſciples Feet : Or that 


the Primitive Chriſtians were either Kiſſing or Feaſting 
one another in the Time or Att of Worſhip,as Praying, &c. 
It would have become our Author rather to have remo- 
ved the proofs given of this, than ro call for more : 
which if he had conſidered he would have expretled him- 
ſelf with more caution and reverence. That waſhing 
the Diſciples fect had a Spiritual ſignification, TI have 
ſhewed, and ſo was not unfit tor a Religious Solemnity ; 
and that it was uſed in ſuch,the Apoſtle thews, Joh. 1 3. 4. 
for a further account of wiuch I leave him to the Learn- 
ed Caſaubon ; How and. when theHoly Kiſs was uſed, and 


how 1t was called the Seal of Prayer and reconciliation, _ 


Libertas. c, I then ſhewed, and is 1o tully proved by Dr. Faltner,that 


bs. $6 3. 


there 
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there needs no more to be added, till that, at leaſt,be re- 


futed. That the Love-Feaſts were joyned to, and uſed 


After I had proved that things Indifferent, though not 


preſcribed, might be uſed in Divine Worſhip trom the 


practice ofthe Jewiſh Church and that of Chriſt and the 
Apoſtles: I further confirm'd it trom the incapacity we 
ſhould be in of holding Communion with any Church 
(if it were otherwiſe”) whether Ancient or Modern, 

But our Author doth endeavour at once to overthrow 
it, For faith he, that every particular Chriſtian muſt 
praftiſe every thing which the Churches, practiſe which he 
hath Communion with, or be concluded to have no Com- 
munion with it, is tous a New Aſſertion., And 10 it 15 to 


2. 5, CC. 


Caſe examined 


Pag.2 1. 


me,who only did maintain theſe two things, That there Ca/* of n1if- 


was no Church vor Socicty but would be tound guilty 1 
things uncommanded were unlawtul; and it the ha- 
ving ſuch uncommanded things would make Communi- 
on with a Church unlawtul, then no Church could be 
Communicated with. So that all that I aftirmed was, 
there could be no Communion Lawtul to ſuch as held 
It unlawful to commun:.cate with a Church tor the Sake 
of things uncominanded. And who are concerned in 
this. our Author very well knows; ſuch I mean, as plead 
this as an argument for their preſent Separation. But 
tough the Atlertion,as he wordcs-1t, 15 neither mine, nor 
trac; yet 1 dare affirm there are ſome things uncom-» 

| manded 


f rent thi ngs. 
Pag, 1s. 
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manded which every particular Chriſtian tmuſt practiſe, 
or elſe he can be faid to have no Communion with the 
Churches where ſuch things are pra@tifed ; Such are 
Forms of Praycs, and receiving the Sacrament 1n the 
Forenoon, and without fitting, where there 15 no proyt. 


ſion made for them that would uſe that poſture, as well 


as where it is not allowed. 
And this was the caſe in the ancient Churches. To 


which he replies, Their pradtices are great uncer- 


tainties, and their writings depraved , or , it cannot 
be made appear , that none could have any Communi- 
on with thoſe Charches , unleſs he did eat tbe Lord'; 
Supper faſting, or prayed toward the Eaſt. That their 
writings are depraved is very true, Bur that they are fo 
depraved as that there is nothing certainly theirs, is what 
no one will aſſert.” And that they are not depraved in 
the paſſages or things I quoted from thence, is very evi- 
dent from the concurrence of the Fathers therein, and 
the general conſent of learned men of all fides. As to 
what he faith that iz doth not appear that none could 
have Communion with them, unleſs, &c. It were caſy to 
refute it, and to ſhew it in the Inſtances I gave; andto 
make it out in one for all, v/z. That of receiving the 


T ord's Supper Faſting ; of which St. Auſtin ſaith thus, 


Liquids apparet,&c.1t plainly appears that ourSaviour aud 
his Diſciples did not receive it Faſting, but ſhall the Uni 
wverſal Church be therefore reproached, becauſe it recein- 
eth Faſting? And this pleaſed rhe Holy-Ghoſt,that in Fi 
our of ſo great a Sacrament, the Body of Chriſt ſhould 
Firſt enter into the mouth of a Chriſtian. _ For therefor 
is this cuſtom obſerved through the univerſal Church. And 
more to the ſame purpoſe may our Author read in thit 

Epiſtle. 4 _ 
"Node this was the praQtice (as they ſay of tie 
Univerſal Church, and that they fo practited "oow the 
| core 


of Indifferent T hings. : AS 
ſcore of an Apoſtolical Precept, as St. 4u/#i# there faith, 


( how truly is not my buſineſs to enquire] can we think 
that it was not required ? Or that there could be any 


'* Communion with thoſe Churches, if any did otherwiſe 2 


{ added to the ancient Churchythe State of the Reformed 
Churches abroad, and ſhewed how they do uſe things - 
wcommanded in tie Wonthip of God, and how impolii- 
ble it is upon the principles of thoſe. that diſſent from 
our Church. to. i1vId Communion with theirs. To this 
he replies, we 4.14 not heard. of any thing uſed among them 
in Worſhip, &c. but what is preſcribed, excepting 
only fome Forms of Prayer relating to the Sacrament. 
2. None. of theſe receive the' Sacrament kneeling. 
3. They compel not any to receive Standing or Sitting. 
T would be loth to charge our Author with want of di- 
ligence or integrity, but how reconcilalle this is to it 
that he ſaith, I muſt leave to the impartial Reader. Sup- 

ſing however the firit to be true, yet if they have ſome 
Faris they have ſomewhat »o? preſcrived, But have ' 
they only ſome Forms relating to the Sacrament ? 
What then ſhall we ſay to CapeZus, that faith diverſe Theſ Salmur. 
of them have ſet Forms of Liturgies > What to their For?” 3: 2: 397 
mularies,as thoſe of Holand and Switzerlaud 2 What to 
the Bohemian Cluurches that have alſo Forms-in-Singing c,,,,.. « 51s 
of Humane Compoſure? Have. they nothing but Forms «nit. nmr. 
of Prayer, what then thinks he af Anniverſary Feſtivals ©: 3 
obſerved 1n the ZZelvetick and Bohemick Churches ? And confeſ; Helrer. 
of God-Fathers in Baptiſm ? As. much miſtaken is he Gen i5/a. c. 
when he ſaith, Noxe of theſe receive the Sacrament kneel- © © AHA 
ing, as appears froin the Petricovian Synod, that T quo- cafe of undiF 
ted in the toreſaid Tratt. But to this heanſwers, zt is not 7hingh. 2: 9- 
at all to be wondred that the Latherans in that Synod , _ _— 
ſhould determine as they did, &c. Doth he hereby © 
mean that there were none but Lutherans in that Synod, 


or that the Lurherans, in that Synod,only determined it ? 


Which 


” 
- as __————_——_ 
m2" AME--"2" If s 


o 
OY 
a , 
L Anat 
& Se” 
hv 


- ” & 


» Þ 
w A ry 
LO ah 


Þ 4. "+ LAW + I—_— 


n— re 


us ned RT” LS 


<0 UTO—C—OT 


aac —_ wh 


—— Os... "P 
Roots 2 3 ur erat: 7 1 os 


"ew a.” + 2 wed 


mn 


—_—_ 


4 Caſe 07 


Kneeling. p. 


Fai. 15s 


A Vindication of the Caſe 
Which way foever he would be underſtood it's a wretch. 
ed miſtake. For rhe Svnod was compoſed of thoſe of the 
Helvetick, Auguſtan, and Bohemick Confeſſion, and ſub. 
{cribed by all ot them, and was indeed bur one of ſeveral 
Synods they held in Common together. It he had bur 


| looked into thisSynod,all this diſcourſe might have been 


ſaved, and he might have anſwered his own Queſtion, 
Me deſire. to know what more receive Sitting except the 
Lutheran Churches } What he produceth the 3d. for, [- 
cannot well underſtand, for it's all one it thoſe Churches 
forbid any one particular poſture as it they required ano- 
ther. And yet ſome do torbid Sitting, as the Synod a- 
bove quoted, and; one Church Kneeling. 

I proceeded further to ſhew that they themſelves coul{ 
not then be Communicated with, ſince they do things . 
without p: e{cription ; as in adminittring the Sacraments, 
conceived Prayer, Swearing, and Church-Govcernments 
and order. He ſaith,we do not make Sitting neceſſary;but 
that is not the point in diſpute, for he by his principles 
ſhould ſhew where it is commanded. For conceived 
Prayer he argues, {ow this is preſcribed, he and other, 
have been toldelſewhere, and thoſe that have told it, have 
had a ſufficient anſwer. | DE Oe, 

Laying the hands on the Book, he faith, is a c/v4l, uo 
ſacred uſage; as it the invoking God, and a ſolemn te- 
itimony ot our ſo invoking h:m by ſome external Rue, 


. . were meerly civil. Such then was lifting up the hand, 


which was anciently uied in ſwearing, and fo appropri 
ated to it, that it was put for ſwearing ir ſelf, Gen, 14. 
22. Fx. 6. 8. They that can affirm ſuch things as 
theſe, may aftirm any thing. 

As tor the things relating to Church-order, he faith, 
Ten times more is allowed to matters of Government that 
Worſhip. Bur he undertakes not my argument taken 
from the parity of reaſon betwixt the Kingly = 

| Pricltly 


of Indifferent Things. We 47 

Prieſtly offices of our Saviour : And which the Pref- Yindicar. of 
byterian Brethren ſo approve of as to uſe the ſame Argu- hg FO 
ments ſor Government as Worſhip. | 

The Third general was to enquire, how we might «x. ;. 
know what things are indifferent in. the Worſhip of « 
' God. The main things he herein objects againſt, re- 
" Þ * ſpec Edification; In handling of which, he thus ſums 
* up my ſenſe of it; Our Author would not have us judge 
of Edification from what moſt improveth Chriſtians in Caſe examined. 


1 = hnowleds aud grace, but from what tendeth moſt to pub. 53" 

* WW lick ys as if I ſpoke of Order, in oppefition to, and I 

n as excluſive of a Chriſtians improvement, whereas I | 

x plainly ſay, and he acknowledgerh it, that we are not, - 

F ſo much to judge of them aſunder, as together. The 

| meaning, and deſign” of what I ſaid, was to ſhew that 

a Chriſtians are to conſider themſelves as members of a 

by Church, and ſo to have a tender regard to Communion 

vs with it, and not to think their own Edification a'fuf- 

t WW ficient reaſon, to break the Peace and Order of it. 

a; To this he fairh ſeveral things. In Anſwer to which it 

d will be convenient to give a clear repreſentation and | 

» ſtate of the Caſe,which I ſhall do in theſe Propoſitions. bo 

M 1. We muſt conſider that Edification is not the laying a 
Foundation, but a building upon it, and ſo there is not 

” the ſame reaſon for the breaking Order for the ſake of 

þ Edification,as there is for the ſake of things abſolutly ne- 

7 ceſſary to Salvation, and that which will warrant and 


doth oblige to the one, will not warrant nor oblige to 
the other. This will ſerve. to ſhew the little force there 
T is in what this Reverend Author confidently aflerts, We 
know and are aſſured, that no man, to keep up any ſuch hu- 
man bounds (of Order,) ay” to omit means by which he 
may improve his own Soul in the knowledge of Chriſt, 
or the exerciſe of his habits of Grace z by which aſlers 
od tion of his he-makes Edification and improvement in 
H knowledge, 
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A Vindication of the Caſe 
knowledge, &c. as neceſlary as the knowledge of 
"the Fundam entals/ of Religion. EU 
' 2. We muſt conſider ( as 1 then obſerved” that Or. 
cer is2 means of Edification,and theretore it there hap. 
pens a«diſpute bet wixt obſerving Order, and improve. 
- ment in knowledg or grace,it's 'twixt means and means, | 
*twixt what is tor -Edification in one way, and what 
1s for it inanother,and not betwixt what as tor, and what 


Ca{ of Indifie- 
rent things. 
P. 36. 


Pap. 35 is againſt Edification, as he would have it underſtood, 
3. We muſt obſerve that when there is a diſpure be- 
twixt means and means, the leſs 1s to give place to the 
greater, and what is moſt for Edification, is to yield 
to that which 1s leaſt. - 

4. That for that realon the Edificationof the Church, 
and the wellare of the whoke is to be prefer'd before 
the ſpiritual advantage of any particular member ; for 
what the leſs is to the greater, that is a member-ro the 
Church ; and if a perfon cannot ſerve and improve him- 
felf without damage to the Publick, he is rather to ſit © 
down without that 1mprovement, than to do miſchict 
to the Community for the obtaining it ; And as long as 
he is not without means fufficzent tor Salvation, he is 
in that Caſe to recede trom lome turrher attainments ; in 
doing which, for ſo:good an end, be s acceptable 20 God, 

Rem. 14. 18. and approved of men. So that however our Author may 
ſcem to ſhehker himſelf under the phraſe of ZumanOrder, 
yet as long as no Church can ſubſift without it, and he 
that takes away Order takes away the Charch, and he 
that ſaith a perſon owght ro throw it down to improve hs 
Soul, takes away Order, he mutt pardon me it I think 
that he talks without conſideration, lor he that talks of 
Edification of particular Souls, 1n a diſtin& notion 
trom the building them up as members of a Church, 
or of members of a Church without berng. united as 2 
Church, or of a Church without any.means to umre it, 


Caſe Examined 
Þ- 34+ 35- 


doth 


' © courſed of in another Caſe. 


of Indifferent things. 49 
doth 'to return him his own words) but diſcourſe of 
building Caſtles in the Air, and what he would be loth 
his own Congregation (if he hath one) ſhould at eve- 
ry turn put into praQtice; Of all which, if this will not "WI 
convince him, I jhall defire him impartially to view the ,,,, Ang 
places of Scripture quoted by himſelf from the Apoſtle ; +1, 4+. 
as aiſo wheat was faid before'in the controverted Trad&t, Caſo of hg 
and he hath not yet anſwered, or has been fincedif- gc. ** 
The 4th, enquiry in the Trad aforeſaid was, How $-« 
we are to determine our ſelves in the uſe of Indifferent 
Things in the Worſhip of God 2 Under which headT 
ihewed what reſpeC& 1s to be given tc Authority, whe- —— 
ther Eccleſtiaftical or Civil. | 
In Anſwer to which our Author takes up the Caſe of e:ercominee, 
Impoſition, and propounds Two Queſtions, which in #: 35. ; 
effe& are theſe. * | 
Q. 1. Whether there be any Authority in Chorch or 
State, to determine the things which God hath left Indif- 
ferent to his people ? 
Q. 2. Whether in Caſe they make any ſuch Law the peo- 
ple may, without fin, obey them 2 
As for the Firſt, he ſaith rhere and elſewhere, We þ,,.;.,.;-; 
cannot conceive how it ts. poſſible that in things of Di- 12. 40. 
vine Worſhip, things of an Indifferent nature ſhould be 
the matter of any human determination ; and again, that 
in matters of Worſhip, no Superiours may reftrain, what 
God hath left at liberty. We are not immediately con- 
cerned in- this Firſt Queſtion, for our buſinefs was to 
conſider not fo much rhe extent of our Superiours pow. 
er, in what Caſes they may lawfully command, as in 
what we may lawfully obey. But yet becauſe he hath 
herein offered ſomewhat I:ke an Argument, and be- * 
cauſe the clearing of this will make way for the Second, 
I ſhall rake it into confideration. To render his Ar- 
| H 2 gument 


Papg.9 


A Vindication of the Caſe 


gument the more compleat, I ſhall repair to a foregoing 
part of his Book, .and make uſe of that in conjuncti- 
on with what he faith here, and he thus repreſents it.. 


We cannot be fully of our Brothers mind, that in the 


Worſhip of God Superiours may determine circumſtaxces 


' which God hath left at liberty. Ged left it at liberty 


(a) Freſp ſuit. 


part 2, þ. 399+ 


(6) Pag.17-30. 
J2. 39- 41+ 


to the Jews, to take a Lambor a Kid, Turtle-Doves or 
Toung-Pigeons, Qc. We offer it to the judgment of the 
whole reaſonable World, whether Moſes after this might 
have made a Law commanding the Fews to uſe none but 
Kids, aud only Turtle-Doves, &c. | for it had been a 
controulment of the Divine Wiſdom.) If not, let not our 
B. think it ſtrange if we judge the ſame of words in Pray- 
er, which God hath left at liberty, &c, This 1s an Ar- 
gument I find offered long ſince by Dr. Ames, (a; and 
which 1s fo confiderable in our Authors opinion , that 
he often repeats it elſewhere | b). 
In Anſwer to this, CR 


i/t. T ſhall conſider the Caſe under the Law, and 


| how far what he hath ſaid will hold good. 


LY 


Cev.1l4. 30. 


On Lev. 1.14: 


. =P JD- 


21y. I ſhall ſhew that there is not that parity betwixt 
the Caſe Then, and the Caſe Now, as to render that 
unlawful New, which would have been unlawful Then. 

1/2. 1 ſhall conſider the Caſe Then, and I doubt not 
to affirm, it would have been no controulment of the Di- 
vine Wiſdom, tor Moſes and Aaron to have injoyn'd the 
few's in ſome circumſtances, to have taken a Kid or a 
Turtle only ; As whea it was for a publick convenience 
and neceſſity : There was ſomewhat of this kind of 
Equity in the firſt eſtabliſhment of it ; So the poor 
was to bring ſuch of zheſe as he could get: And Mr. 
Pool ſaith, Theſe Birds were appointed for the relief of 
the poor, who could bring no better. And certainly he 
that grants_it was to be /eft to the diſcretion and con- 
venience of the offerer which to determine,” as our _ 


tr E——_—_— 


of Indifferent T bings. 


doth) thould not deny the like power to Superiours. for 


$1 


a publick convenience and benefit; nor can this be to - 
blot out (as his phraſe is) what God has written, as ©: '7- 


long as they do it not in oppoſition to his Authority, 
2ly. Suppoſing, that where God had wrote Or's ( as 
he faith ) and that tocommand the uſe of one of them 
alone, had in that Caſe been « controalment of his wiſe 
dom, yet the Caſe Then is not paralle] to ours. For, 
(1.)The Caſe was then determined,it was indeed a Lamb 
or a Kid, but fo as noother Beaſt, a Turtle or a Pige- 
on,but ſo as no other bird was to be uſed inſtead of them, 
But now though there is the Or under the Goſpel, 
yet it is without ſuch reſtraint, for ours is free through 
the whole kind, and nothing determines us, but a con» 


ſonancy to the general rules. It's ſo an Or andan Alias, ' 


that nothing ot the kind is excepted. So faith our Ay- 
thor himſelf; 

kneeling,to our choice and conveniency, &c. He hath left 
us at liberty what words to uſe, what method or order to 
obſerve, &c. ( 2.) Asthe disjunction was then deter- 
mined, ſo the,yery disjunCction it ſelt was of. Divine 
inſtitution, and the liberty they had to chooſe one of 
the two,as well as the reſtraint of not chooſing any bur 
one of the two, was from the ſpecial Law of God. 
And then for Authority to have determined what God 
had left free, had ſome ſhew of controulment of the Divine 
Wiſdom ; eſpecially if it had been required (as our Au- 


= 


In Prayer God hath left ſtanding, fitting or þ 


Ag. JO» 


thor ſomewhere ſuppoſeth) that they ſhould wever have p,, . 


offer d any other but one ſort of them. But under the 
Goſpel it is otherwiſe, for the disjun&tion, the Or and 
the 4/;as, doth not proceed from Divine Inſtitution, 
but from the nature of things, and ſometimes from hu- 
man Artand Contrivance. As when Waſhing is'com- 
manded, (for I thall not contend about it) all the par- 
ticulars are. comprehended, and the perſoa might be 

| | dipped 
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$2 . A Vindication of the C ale 
dipped or ſprinkled, or have water ym on him, as 

Pag. 24. he obſerves; ſo in receiving the Sacrament, the -po- 
ſture of the Primitive Church (not of meer ſtanding, 


Pags 35. as he miſtakes me, but) of ſtanding (as I ſaid) by way. 


of incurvation; or fitting, or —_ are all compre- 
hended under the general ſpecies of poſture. Again 
ſometimes this Or and Alias proceeds from human Art 
- and /Contrivance , hence the diverſity of hahits, as a 
Gown, Cloak, Surpliee. Now when this disjunRtion 


doth proceed nor from Divine Inſtitution, but from the 


reaſons aforeſaid,and that there 1s no ſpecial Command 
of God to 1nterpoſe, determine, reſtrain, or disjoyn, it 
can be no conrroulment of the Wiſdom or Authority of 
God for a Church ro interpoſe, reſtrain, or determine 


theſe matters in his Worſhip. This is plain in the Cafe ' 


of Meats and Drinks, in which under the Law there 
was a reſtraint, an Or and Alias, This and not That, 


and there is ſtill an Or arifing from the nature of thele ' 


things, and yet a determination or reſtraint herein is no 
controulment of the drvine Wiſdom, as it might have been 
under the Law, becauſe there is no Inſtirar:on that doth 
interpoſe : And the Caſe muſt be the fame /n Divine 
Worſhip, in which fince there is no Inſtitution about 
theſe matters, it's no fin to A in the lame way; 
that is, it's no fin for Authority to limit and determin, 
and tor others to be limited, and determined ; which 
brings me to the next Queſtion. 
Q. 2. Whether in Caſe ſuch things are determined,pe- 
ple may, without fin, obey > Upon this our Author ſpeaks 
very variouſly, ſometimes determining tor Authority a- 
(a) P. 7.38 gainſt the Principle, ( a) ſometimes for the Principle a- 
gainſt Authority (b'\. And at'laſt leaves it pro//emati- 
(#) 7.939 cal, and faith they ere divided upon it amongſt thein- 
(c) P. 39, 40. felves (c), 1 think not my elt at pretent concern'd 
to ſhew the abſurdity of this Principle 7; as, how 5 
| £15 


{ 
| 
c 


of Indifferent Things. 
this be true) the ſame things muſt be lawful and un- 
lawful according as they are required or forbidden by 
our Superiours, &c. But thall only confider what he 
offers on its behalf, - RCA | 

i. He faith they may not 1n this Caſe obey, without 


fin, becauſe nature teacheth us not to part with all our 


watural litkerty. | 
2. Becauſe we have a command to ſtand faſt in the li- 
berty, &C. 
As to the former, I only fay (and that's enough) 
that Neture teacheth us and doth oblige us to part with 


fome 0 our liberty in Communities: And they are far 


trom being required to part with af in ours, and fo if 


15 argument have any thing 1n it, it hath nothing in 
it as to Our Caſe. 


For the Second, T leave him to what was faid by way = of Indies 


El 


eg 


of prevention, in the Tra& he oppoleth, and wlych 7hng;, p. 46. 


he thould have Anſwered before he had made ufe of this 


as an Argument. ; 

All that ac hath excepted againſt upon that fubxe& 
i5 the notion I laid down of Chriſtian Liberty, which I 
laid, was no other than the-Liberty which mankind had, 
before ir was reſtrained by particular Inſtizutton, and 


he gives this reaſon againſt it, For m thar | viz. Natu- Ceſc Exam. p. 


ral Liberty ] we muſt not ftand faſt, becauſe Divine Inſti ** 


tution hath reſtrained us im it, &c. neither hath Chriſt 
reſtored us to any ſuch Liberty. Ta Anſwer to this [ 


thall conſider what Natural Liberty is, and then what 


Liberty it is that the Apoſtle did treat of? As to the 
Former, it's no other but the free uſe or diſuſe of things 
ladifferent, whether out of, or in the Worſhip of God. 
As to the Latrer, it was no other than a freedom-from 
the Jewith yote of bondage, and that Law that gendred 
tOit, as the whole curreat of the Apoſtles diſcourſe doth 


thew. And therefore it could be with. relpe& to = 
| other - 
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AVindication of the Caſe 
ether condition than that which mankind would have 
been, had there been no ſuch particular Inſtitution, and 
was in before that Inſtitution. *T'was the nature of the 
Law, and the injoining of it by divine Inſtitution, ſo as 
it became neceſlary to them, that made it a Toke, and a 
Yoke intolerable, and it was a freedom from that Law 
that conſtitutes the Liberty which the Apoſtle treats of 
inthat Epiſtle :' And it it be alſo to be taken, as our Au- 
thor would have it) for a freedom, in matters of Worſhip, 
from any thing but what is of Divine Inſtitution, that 
is a ſecondary ſenſe, and which may be taken from 
ſome parity of reaſon betwixt Caſe and Caſe, but is not 
the Apoſtles, nor the primary ſenſe of it. But take it 
how we will in this or the other, I there ſhewed that 
the Apoſtles exhortation was of no uſe to them that 
plead it againft ſubmiſſion to Authority in Indifterent 
Things, when impoſed in or about Divine Worſhip. 

I am now come to the laſt general head of the afore- 
ſaid Tra, which contained a ſhort account of the 
things required in our Church, as they wereeither Duty 
or Indifterent. And for an inforcement of that, and 
concluſion of the whole, I ſhall briefly ſhew how far 
this Reverend Author conſents to, or by his conceſlions 
muſt be bound to acknowledge it. Indeed he ſome- 
times doth tell us,that Nine parts of Ten of all Diſſenters 
ſay they cannot comply with things required in the Engliſh 
Liturgy, becauſe they believe the things finful and unlau- 

ful; And elſewhere, Two hardly of au Hundred think 
them Indifterent : But whether our Author be of that 
number, or at leaſt has reaſon ſo to be, I ſhall leave to 
his own conſcience, as to himſelf, and to his conceſlions 
as to others. In which I ſhall obſerve the method taken 
in the aforeſaid Traft, where I ſaid all things objected 
againſt, might be reter'd to Poſture, Forms, and Times, 
and ſhew'd theſe to be Natural or Moral —— 
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| of Indifferent things. 
of Ation, and inſeparable from it. Now in general he 
grants what are ſuch may be lawfully uſed; And it we 
cometo particulars, he doth at laſt yield it. | 
As for poſtures what more ſcrupled and oppoſed than 
Kneeling at the Sacrament ? Yet of this he faith, Zhere 
u no command in it, and it 1s Indifferent ; that in all pro- 
bability our Saviour adminiſtred it Kneeling, and fitting 


| backward upon his Legs ; that wo Diſſenter refuſeth it, 


becauſe it is not decent, | but becauſe it is a Doo of A- 
doration ; that our Church doth not intend it as an ho- 
mage to the Body of Chriſt there really preſent, but de- 
clares that 70 4 it as to the bread, were an Idolatry to 
leabhbor'd ; And in concluſion tells us, that hoſe that 
hefitate in that point, fear a poſture of Adoration uſed 
by Tdolatrous' Papiſts; which is a conſideration of no 
moment as has becn already ſhewed. Ee] 


As to Forms of Prayer, (he ſaith) God has left us 
at liberty what words to uſe ; and further,that for conceive 
ed Prayer, we know no'bo1y ſaith no other muſt be uſed 
in God's Worſhip; and if fo, then Forms may be lawtul- 
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pag. 22. 
£2g. 12. 


Paz. 36. 


fag. 12,15, 


P48. 3G. 
ag 22. 


ly uſed in it - But ſuppoſe any ſcruple the uſe of them, C/ of naiF? 


he ſaith however, We know no reaſon but people may P 


hear them, if any ſcruples the uſe of them he may yet Caje FIAT 
have Communion with the Church, we hope, though he ® ** 


doth not att in it as a Miniſter. 

As to time , he faith, zhe Law of re diredts ; 
and tor Feſtivals, ſuch as Purim amonyſt the Jews, he 
faith, /t was generally commanded under the precepts of 
giving thanks for publick mercies. | 


.impoſed ? He anſu ers, Some of us including ſurely him- 
ſell | are not of that mind ; nay he affirms that the moſ? 
ſober Drſſenters will agree in theſe things, [that i», Na- 
tural circumſtances ] ro abey the command of Superionrs, 
provided it be not ſuch as by circumſtances is made ſinful. 
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6 Are the things required unlawful. becauſe 
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&6 A Vindioatf00 of the Caſe 
But if inmpodficton world thake therfh Titiful, Tubh 4 vor 
niadd traſt Hot Have Veen obeyed, 6 that if the 
concluſion, | ft no teafon _ our Reverend Brothee, 
and the Diſſenters hit delerds, erid that 3 nf things 

#555. (as heſaith agree to Yhb Doftrivit * jp 7okag Mhe Arth 
cles of the Church bf England , flioutd 4b? from the 
Liturgy and Certhiohtts FM, as Fir #3 Lay-Comnfunion ' 

{© $$ concerned in them. Net why be ſhow Fell as {4 
ve. 41 4, Inuch of Gobls, ard! Sufffons, aid FhAtcarits, ahd of the 
190 Sufferivfgs they endure, wheth it thefe dirs Ve vrue) 
 .., It's for not doing whar they awfully cad. dt is 1d wort 
der when Yuch with-Nold'cormmanton tom the Charrh, 
xd fet bp. ofher Churdes aghiat it, that ſome ca 
ibid. them (ab he complains.) perverſe vil cvWthnnac ils ene 
Yori, aid otfrers call thein Yamuable Sehifmatects and 
are ſo bold as. to ſay thit fach & ſepwrirtiba from thit 
Church, 45 a ſeparatibh from 'Chrift ; "AMA ts Wkely he 
will theet with fach that will peak 'very fevere things 
'bfHhis fooling 7 ge to God, Fallge O thou righteous 
Ry IO Tudge betwerh Theſe people , uni thoſe who thus Purſue 
Yew, Tai fir from one (God'ismy Witnels that is 
agen, a Jmiter of bis Jen. fervihts as be 'ealls the) not 
would have any 'ofte 'do what he verily bebieverh ihe | 
/zwfil; bat I'do think it is the Gity Of all 1H Yb whi 
they lawfully can, to hear readily, ahd coh fider par - 
tially What may Be offered for their fatsfa@ibn, #nd to 
ſuffer phritftly Where They \chhot receive 46. This! 
Think every troly 'confciewrines perfor if do, and 1 
thould queition his confcience that d6rhit H6t. 'Cerrninl 
| "(td return Hith his 'b©wn words) if our Breehren have 
is Wy Vattie for 'the Glory uf God, for the 'igordl und 
| eace'df ders Syuts, for the prefſeting the Proreftunr Re- 

[gibs, for' the Winn of Proteſtants #ghinff Pugr fb af- 

Yerſaries, for Wy thing indeed thut #s good ini louehy, 
Navy Witl "ririfer eek hn Loy Yoner Wadi 4b45 faw 
| | * 


pag. Lt. 


of Indifferent Things. » 
and. will do as much as in them lies for 

iris of of breaches which muſt be confeſſed 

are no leſs C lgatwachin iow our Religion. 
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